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CHRONOLOGY OF * THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES,” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon's Debates, 24 yols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johason, &c., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 
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CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. | Vol. 39 & 40...59 Gro. II. ...... 1819 
a 60 —  ... 1819-20 


Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Witt. I. to 34 Gro. II. 


1066-1760 
Second Series. 


REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1890 to 1830. 


Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Gro. III. 











1760-1800 | (SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
oS ; | Vol. 1 to 3... 1 Guo. IV. ...... 1820 
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DEBATES. ic. ee 7 Gro. IV. ...... 1826 
First Series. oy OD visaunads 8 aie. ebaee 1827 
ae ee ee pepe ae 1828 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued.) = a eel 1829 
Vol. 1 & 2...44 Geo. IIL...... 1803-4| — 22 to 25...11 ee 1830 
— $to 5...45 mel uaeeetis 1805 
pees 6 & 7...46 ae | Selene 1806 | Third Series. 
(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) | REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837. 
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{Wak 3 te 3... F Wik. FV. 1830-1 
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— 27 & 28...54 — ... 1813-14 
west... > in RTS (TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
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HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of 
SALISBURY, K.G. 

Lord President of the Council His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 

Lord Privy Seal——Rt. Hon. Viscount Cross, G.C.B., G.C.S.1. 

First Lord of the Treasury —Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 

Secretaries of State 
Home Department——Rt. Hon. Sir MATTHEW WHITE RIDLEY, Bt. 
Colonial——Rt. Hon. JoSEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 

War Most Hon. Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G. 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEORG: HAMILTON. 

Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 

First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. GEORGE JOACHIM GOSCHEN. 

Lord Lieutenant of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

President of the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. CHARLES THOMSON RITCHIE. 

Secretary for Scotland——R¢é. Hon. Lord BALFouR oF BURLEIGH. 

President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. HENRY CHAPLIN. 

Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD. 

First Commissioner of Works Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 

President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. WALTER H. Lona. 




















NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Postmaster-General—— Duke of NORFOLK. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury——Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury——Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY, M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland Rt. Hon. GERALD BALFouR, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Committee of Council Rt. Hon. Sir J. Gorst, M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——W. E. ELLISON MACARTNEY, Esq., M.P. 
H. T. ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury ——;, WILLIAM HAYEs FISHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Admiral Sir F. W. Rica Arps, G.C.B. 
| Vice-Admiral Sir F. G. D. BEpFrorD, K.C.B. 
Lords of the Admiralty——{ Rear-Admiral A. K. WILson, V.C., C.B. 
Capt. A. W. Moore, C.B., C.M.G. 
J. A. CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office-—Rt. Hon. W. St. JoHN Broprick, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office ——Rt. Hon. Jesse CoOLLINGs, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Office——Earl of SELBORNE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office——Earl of ONSLow. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office GEORGE WYNDHAM, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade——Earl of DUDLEY. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——T. W. RussELL, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office——J. POWELL- WILLIAMS, Esq., M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir RICHARD WEBSTER, Q.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General Sir R. B. FINLAY, Q.C., M.P. 






































HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Courts. 
Lord Chamberlain——Earl of HOPETOUN. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Hon. AILWYN FELLOWES, M.P. 
Lord Steward Earl of PEMBROKE. 
Master of the Horse——Duke of PORTLAND. 
Paymaster-General——Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Comptroller of the Household ——Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household Viscount CURZON, M.P. 
Master of the Buckhounds Earl of COVENTRY, 
Captain Yeoman of the Guard——Earl WALDEGRAVE. 
General Viscount BRIDPORT (permanent). 
Earl of KINTORE. 
“ee of DENBIGH. 
oer Lord CHURCHILL. 
Lords-in- Waiting —— Lord HARRIS. 
Lord LAWRENCE. 
Earl of CLARENDON. 
Lord BAGoT. 














SCOTLAND. 


Chief Secretary——Lord BALFoUR OF BURLEIGH. 

Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. J. P. B. ROBERTSON. 
Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. G. MuRRAY, Q.C., M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord KINsSBURGH, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register——Duke of Montross, K.T. 

Lord High Commissioner Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General CHARLES ScoTtT-Dickson, Esq., Q.C. 








IRELAND. 
Lord Lieutenant——Earl CADOGAN. 
Lord Chancellor ——Lord ASHBOURNE. 
Chief Secretary——Rt. Hon. GERALD BAL¥Four, M.P 
Under Secretary ——Sir DAviIp HARREL, K.C.B. 
Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, M.P. 
Solicitor-General D. P. BARTON, Esq., Q.C., M.P. 








PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Rt. Hon. Earl of MorLEyY. 

Henry J. L. GRAHAM, Esq., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant) on. E. P. THESIGER, C. B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees MERTON A. THOMS, Esq. 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——-ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills H. C. MALKIN, Esq. 

Senior Clerks 
Clerk of Private Bills, and Taxing Officer of Private Bill Costs 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office——A. HARRISON, Esq. 

Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs 
TAYLOR, Esq. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. A. LEIGH, Esq. 

Other Clerks J. F. Symons-JEUNE, Esq. (Principal Clerk of Private Committees) ; F. 
SKENE, Esq. ; W. H. HAMILTON GORDON, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq. (Clerk attend- 
ing the Table); Hon. A. MCDONNELL; A. ii. Roprnson, Esq. ; H. P. St. JOHN, Esq. ; 
V. M. Bipputpn, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Stronor; H. J. F. BADELEY, Esq. ; C. HEADLAM, 
Esq. ; J. B. HoTHAM, Esq. 

Accountant——(. FULKEs, Esq. 

Copyist Mr. T. A. Court’ ; Assistant Copyist Mr. H. P. Norris. 

Messengers Messrs. W. WORFELL, A. A. WORFELL, C. E. CHIZLETT, A. N. STOLL, J. W. F. 
Locke, J. McMILLAN, G. BENNETT. 

Livrarian——S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian—— A. H. M. Bur_er, Esq. 

Messenger Mr. W. H. G. STREVENS. 

Examiners for Standing Orders C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; MERTON A. THOMS, Esq. ; Clerk 
—J. W. G. Bonn, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Gen. Sir Michael A. S. BrippuLPH, G.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher Captain T. D. BUTLER. 

Serjeant-at-Arms—— Major-General Sir ARTHUR ELLIs, K.C.V.O., C.S.L 





Chairman of Committees 
Clerk of Parliaments 




















R. W. Monro, Esq. 
E. F. 
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HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Coni.) 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.) 


Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. HAND, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——Mr. J. K. WILLIAMS. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers——Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants——Messrs, C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants——Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. STopp. 

Third Class Assistants Messrs. J. WooLAcoTt, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. ForsytH, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPS, 
W. W. MEATES. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons——Sir REGINALD PALGRAVE, K.C.B. 

Clerk- Assistant ARCHIBALD MILMAN, Esq., C.B. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——FRANCIS JENKINSON, Esq., C.B. 

Principal Clerks 
Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees W. A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq., C. b. 

Clerk of the Journals. W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Office ——R. DICKINSON, Esq. 
Private Bill Office J. H. W. SOMEKSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks —-W. Gippons, Esq.; F. St. GEORGE Tupper, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq. ; 
C. V. FRERE, Esq.; L. T. LE Wineeaar, Esq.; G. E. GIFFARD, Esq. 

Assistant Clerks A. W. NICHOLSON, Esq. ; Sir E. H. Doye, Bart. ; S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; 
ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq.; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, Esq.; HORACE WEST, Esq.; HENRY 
A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; ARTHUR H. ELLIS, Esq.; PERcy A. BULL, Esq.; F. R. 
WILLIAMS Wynn, Esq.; W. E. Grey, Esq.; F. C. HOLLAND, Esq. 

Junior Clerks——J. W. G. Bonp, Esq.; T. L. WEBSTER, Esq.; H. C. Dawxme, Esq.; A. F. B. 
WILLIAMS, Esq.; R. P. CoLomn, Esq.; B. H. FELL, Esq.; R. E. CHILDERS, Esq.; J. ScoTT 
PorTER, Esq.; F. C. BRAMWELL, Esq.; R. A. AUSTEN LEIGH, Esq.; W. T. LEGGE, Esq.; 
C. R. TURNER, Esq. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. LockTon, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Office Clerk in Committee Office Mr. T. FEILDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Office Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers Messrs. J J. SHELVEY, C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONES, G. D. WELLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WooDWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERsSKINR, Esq. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant——Lieut.-Col. Hon. E. H. LEGGE. 

Doorkeepers Mr. W. WILSON, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Office Messenger Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (1st Class) Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. Woopcrart, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 
J. Hitus, Mr. J. SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. Spray, Mr. G. Tyg, Mr. G. 
MILLs, Mr. R. Hopsy, Mr. G. ANSTEY. 

Messengers (2nd Class) Messrs. J. H. Day, J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. FOREMAN, 
J. GuUYATT, R. TURTLE, A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mnr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistants ——Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters Messrs J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Postmaster——Mr. EDMUND W. PIKE; Hall Keeper Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper——Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Chaplain to the House——Rev. Canon BAsiIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EDWARD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. E. CHANDOS LEIGH, Q.C., C.B. 

Trainbearer Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger Mr. G. T. VINEY. 

Referee of Private Bills ALFRED BoNHAM CARTER, Esq. 

Examiners of Private Bills C. W. CAMPION, Esq., MERTON A. THOMs, Esq. 

Taxing Master C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; Clerk J. W. G. BonD, Esq. 

Librarian——R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian- E. G. HARVEY, Esq. ; Clerks in 








Mr. WILLIAM AGGAS. 
Mr. T, KENDRICK. 




























































































Library Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers—— Messrs. A. FIRMIN, 
W. HAGUE. 
Vote Office—— 
Chief Clerk H. A. M. KILvick, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——P. E. Smiru, Esq , H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esqe 
Printers—— 
Journals——G. E. BRISCOE EyRg, Esq. 
Votes——-J. B. N CHOLS, Esq. 





Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. HORSLEY. 
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AN ALPHABETICAL LIST 
OF THE 
LORDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL 
IN THE 
SIXTH SESSION OF THE TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT 
‘és 
THE UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 


1899. 





Abercorn, James Marquess of. (Duke of 
Abercorn) 

Abercromby, George Ralph Lord 

Aberdare, Henry Campbell Lord 

Abergavenny, William Marquess of 

Abingdon, Montagu Arthur Earl of 

Abinger, James York MacGregor Lord 

Acton, John Emerich Edward Lord 

Addington, Egerton Lord 

Ailesbury, Henry Augustus Marquess of 

Ailsa, Archibald Marquess of 

Airlie, David Stanley William Earl of. 
(Elected for Scotland) 

Albany, His Royal Highness Leopold 
Charles Edward Geo. Albert Duke of 


Albemarle, Arnold Allan Cecil Earl of 
Aldenham, Henry Hucks Lord 
Alington, Henry Gerard Lord 
Amherst, William Archer Earl 


Amherst of Hackney, William Ambhurst 
Lord 














Ampthill, Arthur Oliver Villiers Lord 

Ancaster, Gilbert Henry Ear] of 

Anglesey, Henry Cyril Marquess of 

Annaly, Luke Lord 

Annesley, Hugh 
Ireland) 

Ardilaun, Arthur Edward Lord 

Argyll, George Douglas Duke of 

Armstrong, William George Lord 

Arundell of Wardour, John Francis Lord 

Ashbourne, Edward Lord 

Ashburnham, Bertram Earl of 

Ashburton, Francis Denzil Edward Lord 

Ashcombe, George Lord 

Ashton, James Lord 

Auckland, William Morton Lord 

Aylesford, Charles Wightwick Earl of 


Farl. (Elected for 


B 


Bagot, William Lord 
3alinhard, James Lord. (Hurl of Southesk) 




















x ALPHABETICAL LIST OF THE | 
Balfour of Burleigh, Alexander Hugh | Brougham and Vaux, Henry Charles Lord 


Lord. (Elected for Scotland) | iomniow, Adelbert Wellington Brown- 
Bandon, James Francis Earl of. (Elected | low Earl 


Jor Ireland) 

Bangor, Henry William Crosbie Viscount. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Barnard, Henry de Vere Lord 


| Buckinghamshire, Sidney Carr Earl of 
Burghclere, Herbert Coulstoun Lord 
Burton, Michael Arthur Lord 

Bute, John Patrick Marquess of 





Basing, George Limbrey Lord | : ne 
‘ : | Byron, George Frederick William Lord 

Bateman, William Bateman Lord ae sa : 

Bath and Wells, Geo. Wyndham Bishop of | 

Bath, Thomas Henry Marquess of | Cc 


th 1rs S a J I 2 ed >: “ 
soi rst, = =e i Earl ilies: Chaiainn Wnsesy Cit 
attersea, Cyril Lor ap ) 
Ae = | Cairns, Herbert John Earl 


eens, W cong _ ™ | Calthorpe, Augustus Cholmondeley Lord 
Beaufort, Henry Charles Fitzroy Duke of | ,, : : : ae 

: Cambridge, His Royal Highness George 
Bedford, Herbrand Arthur Duke of William Frederick Charles Duke of 


Belmore, Somerset Richard Earl of Camden, John Charles Marquess 
(Elected for Trelund) : 


Siler Hiney Lord Camoys, Ralph Francis Julian Lord 


Camperdown, Robert Adam Philips Hal- 
Berkeley, Randal Mowbray Thomas Ear of | _ i Earl of 


Berwick, Richard Henry Lord Canterbury, Frederick Archbishop of 
Blythswood, Archibald Campbell Lord Canterbury, Henry Charles Viscount 


Bolingbroke and St. John, Henry Vis- Carew, Robert Shapland George Julian 


count | Lord 
Bolton, William Thomas Lord | Carleton, Richard Henry Lord. (Ewil of 
Boston, George Florance Lord Shannon) 
Botreaux, Charles Edward Hastings Lord. Carlisle, George James Earl of 
(Earl of Lowloun) Carlisle, John Wareing Bishop of 
Bowes, Claude Lord. (wl of Strath- Carnarvon, George Edward Stanhope 
more und Kinghorn) Molyneux Ear! of 
Boyle, Richard Edmund St. Lawrence Carnwath, Robert Harris Carnwath Earl 
Lord. (url of Cori: and Orrery) of. (Elected for Scotland) 
Brabourne, Edward Lord Carrington, Charles Robert Earl 
Bradford, George Cecil Orlando Earl of Carysfort, William Lord. (Earl of Carys- 
Brampton, Henry Lord Sort) 


Castlemaine, Albert Edward Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 


Castletown, Bernard Edward Barnaby 


Brancepeth, Gustavus Russell Lord. (Vis- 
count Boyne) 


Brandon, Alfred Douglas Duke of 


Lord 
Brassey, T mgs Lord Cathcart, Alan Frederick Earl 
Braybrooke, nee Cormwaiie Lord Cawdor, Frederick Archibald Vaughan 
Braye, Alfred Thomas Townshend Lord Earl 
Breadalbane, Gavin Marquess of Chaworth, Reginald Lord. (Ew of 
Bridpoit, Alexander Nelson Viscount Meath) 


Bristol, Fredk. William John Marquess of Chelmsford, Frederic Augustus Lord 
Brodrick, William Lord. (Viscount | Chesham, Charles Compton William 
Mdleton) Lord 
Brooke, Francis Richard Charles Guy | Chester, Francis John Bishop of 
Earl, and Earl of Warwick Chesterfield, Edwyn Francis Earl of 
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Cheylesmore, William Meriton Lord 
Chichester, Walter John Earl of 
Chichester, Ernest Ronald Bishop of 


Cholmondeley, George Henry Hugh | 


Marquess of 


Churchill, Victor Albert Francis Charles 
Lord 


Churston, John Lord 

Clancarty, William Frederick Viscount. 
(Earl of Clancarty) 

Clanwilliam, Richard James Lord. (Kail 
of Clanwilliam) 

Clarendon, Edward Hyde Earl of 

Clements, Charles Lord. (Earl of Leitrim) 

Clifford of Chudleigh, Lewis Henry Hugh 
Lord 

Clifton, Edward Henry Stuart Lord 
(Eurl of Darnley) 

Clinton, Charles Henry Rolle Lord 

Clonbrock, Luke Gerald Lord. (Elected 
Sor Ireland) 

Cloncurry, Valentine Frederick Lord 

Cobham, Charles George Viscount 

Colchester, Reginald Charles Edward 
Lord 

Coleridge, Bernard John Seymour Lord 

Colville of Culross, Charles John Lord 

Combermere, Francis Lynch Wellington 
Viscount 

Congleton, Henry Lord 


Connaught and Strathearn, His Royal 
Highness Arthur W ‘Iiam Patrick 
Albert Duke of 


Connemara, Robert Lord 


Cottenham, Kenelm Charles Edward | 
Ear! of 


Cottesloe, Thomas Francis Lord 
Coventry, George William Earl of 
Cowley, Henry Arthur Mornington Earl | 
Cowper, Francis Thomas de Grey Earl 
Cranbrook, Gathorne Ear] of 
Cranworth, Robert Thornhaugh Lord 
Craven, William George Robert Ear] of 
Crawshaw, Thomas Lord 
Crewe, Robert Offley Ashburton Earl of 
Crofton, Edward Henry Churchill Lord: 
(Elected for Ireland) 
Cromer, Evelyn Viscount 
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| Cross, Richard Assheton Viscount. (Lord 
Prix ry Seal) 





‘Cumberland and Teviotdale, His Royal 


Highness Ernest Augustus William 
Adolphus George Frederick Duke of 


hia Philip Henry Wodehouse Lord 


D 


Dartmouth, William Heneage Earl of 

Dartrey, Vesey Ear! of 

Davey, Horace Lord. (4 Lord of Appeal 
in Ordinary) 

Dawnay, Hugh Richard Lord. (Viscount 
Dow ne) 


De Clifford, Jack Southwell Lord 


De Freyne, Arthur Lord 


De La Warr, Gilbert George Reginald 
Earl 


De L’Isle and Dudley, Philip Lord 


De Mauley, William Ashley Webb Lord 
de Montalt, Cornwallis Earl 

De Ramsey, William Henry Lord 

de Ros, Dudley Charles Lord 


| De Saumarez, James St. Vincent Lord 


‘de Vesci, John Robert William Lord. 
(Viscount de Vesci) 


Delamere, Hugh Lord 

Denbigh, Rudolph Robert Basil Aloysius 
Augustine Earl of 

Denman, Thomas Lord 

Deramore, Robert Wilfrid Lord 

Derby, Frederick Arthur Earl of 

Derwent, Harcourt Lord 

Devon, Henry Hugh Earl of 


| Devonshire, Spencer Compton Duke of. 
(Lord President of the Council) 


| Digby, Edward Henry Trafalgar Lord 


Dinevor, Arthur de Cardonnel Lord 

Doncaster, William Henry Walter Earl 
of. (Duke of Buccleuch and Queens- 
berry) 


| Dormer, John Baptist Joseph Lord 
‘Douglas, Charles Alexander Lord. (ar! 


of Home) 
Ducie, Henry John Ear! of 
Dudley, William Humble Earl of 


Dufferin and Ava, Frederick Temple 


Marquess of 
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Dunalley, Henry O'Callaghan Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 
Dundonald, Douglas Mackinnon Baillie 
Hamilton Earl of. (Elected for 
Scotland) 


Dunleath, Henry Lyle Lord 


Dunmore, Charles Adolphus Lord. (Eazl 
of Dunmore) 


Dunning, John Lord. (Lord Lollo) 
Durham, John George Earl of 
Durham, Brooke Foss Rishop of 


E 


Ebury, Robert Wellesley Lord 

Edinburgh, His Royal Highness Alfred 
Ernest Albert Duke of 

Effingham, Henry Alexander Gordon 
Earl of 

Egerton, Wilbraham Earl 

Eldon, John Earl of 

Elgin, Victor Alexander Lore, (Earl of 
Elgin and Kincardine) 

Ellenborough, Charles Towry Hamilton 
Lord 

Ellesmere, Francis Chas. Granville Earl of 

Elphinstone, Sidney Herbert Lord 

Ely, Alwyne Bishop of 

Emly, Thomas William Gaston Lord 

Erskine, William Macnaghten Lord 

Esher, William Baliol Viscount 

Essex, George Devereux de Vere Ear! of 

Ettrick, William John George Lord. 
(Lord Napier) 

Exeter, William Thomas Brownlow Mar- 
quess of 

Exeter, Edward Henry Bishop of 

Exmouth, Edward Fleetwood John Vis- 
count 


F 
Fairlie, David Lord. (Eurl of Glasgow) 
Falkland, Byron Plantagenet Viscount. 
(Elected for Scotland) 
Falmouth, Evelyn Edward Thomas Vis- 
count 


Farnham, Somerset Henry Lord, (lected 
for Ireland) 
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| Farquhar, Horace Brand Lord 

iF arrer, Thomas Henry Lord 

| Fermanagh, John Henry Lord. (Earl 

Erne) 

Ferrers, Sewallis Edward Earl 

| Feversham, William Ernest Earl of 

| Field, William Ventris Lord 

Fife, Alexander William George Duke of 

| Fingall, Arthur James Francis Lord. 

| (Earl of Fingall) 

| Fisherwick, George Augustus Hamilton 
Lord. (Marquess of Donegall) 

| Fitzhardinge, Charles Paget Fitzhardinge 
Lord 

| Fitzwilliam, William Thomas Spencer 
Earl 

Foley, Henry Thomas Lord 


Forbes, Horace Courtenay Gammell Lord. 
(Elected for Scotland) 


Forester, Cecil Theodore Lord 
' Fortescue, Hugh Earl 


Foxford, William Henry Edmond de Vere 
Sheaffe Lord. (Hurl of Limerick) 


G 
|Gage, Henry Charles Lord. (Viscount 
Gage) 
Gainsborough, Charles William Francis 
Earl of 
Gardner, —— Lord 


Gerard, William Cansfield Lord 

Gifford, Edrie Frederick Lord 

Glanusk, Joseph Russell Lord 

Glenesk, Algernon Lord 

Gloucester, Charles John Bishop of 

Gordon, John Campbell Viscount. (Zavl 
of Aberdeen) 

Gormanston, Jenico William Joseph Lord. 
(Viscount Gormanston) 

Gough, Hugh Viscount 

Grafton, Augustus Chas. Lennox Duke of 


Graham, Douglas Beresford Malise Ronald 
Earl. (Duke of Montrose) 

Granard, Bernard Arthur William Patrick 
Hastings Lord. (Larl of Granuard) 

Grantley, John Richard Brinsley Lord 


| 


Granville, Granville George Earl 
Greville, Algernon William’Fulke Lord 
Grey, Albert Henry George Earl 
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Grey de Ruthyn, Rawdon George Grey | Hill, Rowland Richard Viscount 
Lord | Hillingdon, Charles William Lord 


Grimthorpe, Edmund Lord 
Grinstead, Lowry Egerton Lord. (Kur 
of Enniskillen) | 


Guilford, Frederick George Ear] of 
Gwydir, Peter Robert Lord | 


Hillsborough, 


Arthur Wills John 
Wellington Trumbell Blundell Earl 
of. (Marquess of Downshire) 


Hindlip, Charles Lord 
Hobhouse, Arthur Lord 


| Holm Patrick, Hans Wellesley Lord 


i | 


Haddington, George Earl of. (Elected for | 


Scotland) | 
Haldon, Lawrence Hesketh Lord | 
Haliburton, Arthur Lawrence Lord | 
Halifax, Charles Lindley Viscount 
Halsbury, Hardinge Stanley Earl of. 

(Lord High Chancellor) 

Hamilton of Dalzell, John Glencairn 

Carter Lord 
Hampden, Henry Robert Viscount 
Hampton, Herbert Perrott Murray Lord | 
Hardinge, Henry Charles Viscount | 
Hardwicke, Albert Edward Philip Henry | 

Earl of | 
Hare, William Lord. (Karl of Listowel) 
Harewood Henry Ulick Earl of 
Harlech, William Richard Lord | 
Harrington, Charles Augustus Earl of | 
Harris, George Robert Canning Lord | 
Harrowby, Dudley Francis Stewart Earl of | 
Hartismere, John Major Lord. (Lord 

Henniker) 

Hastings, George Manners Lord | 

Hatherton, Edward George Percy Lord | 

Hawarden, Cornwallis Viscount. (Elected , 
for Ireland.) (In another place as Earl | 
de Montalt) | 

Hawke, Martin Bladen Lord | 

Hawkesbury, Cecil George Savile Lord 

Hay, George Lord. (Karl of Kinnoul) 

Headley, Charles Mark Lord. (Elected 
for Ireland) 

Heneage, Edward Lord 

Hereford, Robert Viscount 

Herries, Marmaduke Francis Lord 

Herschell, Farrer Lord 








Hood, Francis Wheler Viscount 


| Hood of Avalon, Arthur William Acland 


Lord 

Hopetoun, John Adrian Louis Lord. (Earl 
of Hopetoun) 

Hothfield, Henry James Lord 

Howard of Glossop, Francis Edward Lord 

Howard de Walden, Frederick George 
Lord 

Howe, Richard William Penn Ear] 

Howth, William Ulick Tristram Lord. 
(Earl of Howth) 

Huntingdon, Warner Francis John Plan- 
tagenet Earl of 


Hutchinson, John Luke George Vis- 
count. (Karl of Donoughmore) 


Hylton, Hedworth Hylton Lord 


I 


Iddesleigh, Walter Stafford Earl of 

Ilchester, Henry Edward Earl of 

Inchiquin, Edward Donough Lord. (Elected 
for Ireland) 

Innes-Henry John Earl. (Duke of Rox- 
burghe) 

Inverclyde, John Lord 

Iveagh, Edward Cecil Lord 


J 


James, Henry Lord 
Jersey, Victor Albert George Earl of 


K 


Keane, John Manley Arbuthnot Lord 

Kelvin, William Lord 

Kenlis, Geoffrey Thomas Lord, (Marquess 
of Headfort) 

Kenmare, Valentine Augustus Lord. (Earl 





Hertford, Hugh de Grey Marquess of 
Heytesbury, William Frederick Lord 





of Kenmare) 














xiv ALPHABETICAL LIST OF THE 
(Earl | Lingen, Ralph Robert Wheeler Lord 


Kenry, Windham Thomas Lord. 
of Dunraven and Mount-Earl) 


Kensington, William Lord 
Kenyon, Lloyd Lord 


Ker, Schomberg Henry Lord. 
of Lothian) 


Kesteven, John Henry Lord 

Kilmaine, Francis William Lord. 
for Ireland) 

Kilmarnock, Charles Gore Lord. 
of Erroll) 

Kilmorey, Francis 
(Elected for Ircland) 

Kimberley, John Earl of 

Kinnaird, Arthur Fitz-Gerald Lord 

Kinnear, Alexander Smith Lord 


Kintore, Algernon Hawkins Thomond 
Lord. (Lari of Kintore) 


Kitchener of Khartoum, Horatio Herbert 
Lord 


Knutsford, Henry Thurstan Viscount 


L 
Lamington, Charles Wallace Alexander 
Napier Lord 
Lanesborough, John Vansittart Danvers 
Earl of. (Elected for Ireland) 
Langford, Hercules Edward Lord. (E lected | 
“for Ireland) 
Lansdowne, Henry Charles 
quess of 


Keith Mar- 


Lathom, Edward George Ear] of 

Lauderdale, Frederick Henry Earl of. 
(Elected for Scotland) 

Lawrence, John Hamilton Lord 

Leconfield, Henry Lord 

Leeds, George Godolphin Duke of 

Leicester, Thomas William Ear] of 

Leigh, William Henry Lord 

Leinster, Maurice Viscount. 
Leinster) 

Leven and 


Ear! of. 


(Duke of 


Melville, Ronald Ruthven 
(E lected Sor Scotland) 


Lichfield, Thomas Francis Ear] of 
Lichfield, Augustus Bishop of 
Lilford, John Lord 

Lincoln, Edward Bishop of 


Lindsey, Montague Peregrine Albemarle 
Earl of 





(Elected 
(Earl 


Charles Earl of. 


Lister, Joseph Lord 
Liverpool, John Charles Bishop of 
Llandaff, Henry Viscount 


(Marquess | Llandaff, Richard Bishop of 


Llangattock, John Allan Lord 
Loch, Henry Brougham Lord 


Loftus, John Henry Lord. (Marquess of 
Ely) 

Londesborough, William Henry Forester 
Earl of 


London, Mandell Bishop of 
“Lonsdale, Hugh Cecil Earl of 
Lovaine, Henry George Lord. (Earl 
Percy) 
Loyat, Simon Joseph Lord 
Lovelace, Ralph Gordon Earl of 
Lovel and Holland, Augustus Arthur 
Lord. (£arl of Eymont) 
/Lucan, George Earl of. 
Ireland) 
Ludlow, Henry Charles Lord 
Lurgan, William Lord 
Lytton, Victor Alexander George Robert 
Earl of 
| Ly veden, FitzPatrick Henry Lord 


(Elected for 


M 


Macclesfield, George Loveden William 
Henry Earl of 


Macnaghten Edward Lord. 
of Appeal in Ordinary) 


Magheramorne, James Douglas Lord 


Malcolm of Poltalloch, John W ingfield 
Lord 


Malmesbury, Edward James Earl of 
Manchester, Wm. Angus Drogo Duke of 
Manchester, James Bishop of 


Manners of Haddon, Henry John Brinsley 
Lord. (Marquess of Granby) 


Manners, John Thomas Lord 

Mansfield, William David Earl of 

Manvers, Sydney William Herbert Ear! 

Mar, John Francis Erskine Earl of. 
(Elected for Scotland) 


Mar and Kellie, Walter John Francis Ear! 
of. (Llected for Scotland) 


(A Lord 


Marlborough, Charles Richd. John Duke of 
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Masham, Samuel Lord 

Massy, John 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Mayo, Dermot Robert Wyndham Earl 
of. (Elected for Ireland) 

Meldrum, Charles Lord. 
Huntly) 

Melville, Henry Viscount 

Mendip, Leopold George Frederick Lord. 
(Viscount Clifden) 

Meredyth, James Herbert Gustavus 
Meredyth Lord. (Lord Athlumney) 

Methuen, Paul Sanford Lord 

Middleton, Digby Wentworth 
Lord 

Minster, Victor George Henry Francis 
Lord. (Marquess Conynghant) 

Minto, Gilbert John Earl of 

Monck, Henry Power Charles Stanley 
Lord. (Viscount Monck) 

Monckton, George Edmund Milnes Lord. 
(Viscount Galway) 


3ayard 


Moncreiff, Henry James Lord 

Monk Bretton, John William Lord 

Monkswell, Robert Lord 

Monson, Debonnaire John Lord 

Montagu of Beaulieu, Henry John Lord 

Monteagle, John Thomas Lord. (Jarquess 
of Sligo) 


Monteagle of Brandon, Thomas Spring 


Lord 


Morley, Albert Edmund Earl of 
Morris, Michael Lord. 


in Ordinary) 


Morton, Sholto George Watson Earl of. 


(E leete d for Se cotland) 


Mostyn, Llewelyn Nevill Vaughan Lord 
Mount Edgcumbe, William Henry Earl of | 
Mount Stephen, George Lord 
Mowbray, Charles Botolph Joseph Lord 
Muncaster, Josslyn Francis Lord 
Munster, William George Earl of 
Muskerry, Hamilton Matthew Fitzmaurice | Penzance, James Plaisted Lord 

| Petre, Bernard Henry Philip Lord 


Lord. (Elected for Ircland) 


| Newcastle, 


Thomas William Lord. | 
| Newlands, William Wallace Lord 


(Marquess of | 


(A Lord of Appeal 
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Henry Pelham Archibald 


Douglas Duke of 


Newton, Thomas Wodehouse Lord 

Norfork, Henry Duke of. (Zarl Marshal 
of England) 

Normanby, Constantine Charles 
Marquess of 


Henry 


North, William Henry John Lord 


Northampton, William George Spencer 
Scott Marquess of 

Northbourne, Walter Henry Lord 

Northbrook, Thomas George Ear] of 

Northington, Frederick Lord. (Lord 
Henley) 

Northumberland, Henry George Duke of 

Norton, Charles Bowyer Lord 

Norwich, John Bishop of 


O 

O'Hagan, Thomas Towneley Lord 

O’Neill, Edward Lord 

Onslow, William Hillier Earl of 

Oranmore and Browne, Geoffrey 
Dominick Augustus Frederick Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Orford, Robert Horace Earl of 

Oriel, Clotworthy John Eyre Lord. (V%:- 
count Masserecne) 

Ormathwaite, Arthur Lord 


Ormonde, James Edward William Theo- 
bald Lord. (JJarquess of Ormonde) 


Overtoun, John Campbell Lord 
Oxenfoord, John Lord. (Larl of Stair) 
| Oxford, William Bishop of 


P 


Peel, Arthur Wellesley Viscount 
Pembroke and Montgomery, Sidney Earl 
of. (Lord Steward of the Household) 


| Penrhyn, George Sholto Gordon Lord 


| Pirbright, Henry Lord 


N 


Napier, Robert William Lord 
Nelson, Horatio Earl 


Playfair, George James Lord 
| Plunket, William Lee Lord 
| Poltimore, Augustus Frederick George 


Warwick Lord 
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Polwarth, Walter Hugh Lord. 
for Scotland) 

Ponsonby, Walter William Brabazon Lord. 
(Earl of Besshorough) 


Portarlington, Lionel George Henry 
Seymour Earl of. (Elected for Ire- 
lund) 


Portland, William John Arthur Charles 
James Duke of 


Portman, Wm. Henry Berkeley Viscount 

Portsmouth, Newton Ear! of 

——_—_____— Karl Poulett 

Powerscourt, Mervyn Edward Viscount. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Powerscourt, Mervyn Edward Lord. (Jn 
another place as Viscount Powerscourt) 


Powis, George Charles Earl of 


R 


Radnor, William Ear! of 
Raglan, George Fitz-Roy Henry Lord 


Ramsay, Arthur George Maule Lord. 
(Earl of Dalhousie) | 

Ranfurly, Uchter John Mark Lord. | 
(Earl of Ranfurly) 

Rathdonnell, Thomas Kane — Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 


Rathmore, David Robert Lord 


Ravensworth, Henry George Earl of 
Rayleigh, John William Lord 
Reay, Donald James Lord 

Rendel Stuart Lord 

Revelstoke, John Lord 
Ribblesdale, Thomas Lord 
Richmond, Charles Henry Duke of 
Ripon, George Fredk. Samuel Marquess of | 


| 
| 


Ripon, William Boyd Bishop of 

Robartes, Thomas Charles Lord 

Roberts of Kandahar, Frederick Sleigh | 
Lord 

Rodney, George Bridges Harley Dennett | 
Lord 

Romilly, John Gaspard Le Marchant Lord 

Romney, Charles Earl of 

Rookwood, Henry John Lord 

Rosebery, Archibald Philip Lord. (Earl 
of Ltosebery) 

Rosmead, Hercules Arthur Temple Lord 


| 
| 





(Elected | Rosse, Lawrence Earl of. 


Ireland) 
Rosslyn, James Francis Harry Earl of 
Rossmore, Derrick Warner William Lord 
Rothschild, Nathaniel Mayer Lord 
Rowton, Montagu William Lord 
Russell, John Francis Stanley Ear] 
Russell of Killowen, Charles Lord 
Rutland, John James Robert Duke of 





| 
| Ss 


| Sackville, Lionel Sackville Lord 
Saint Albans, Charles Victor 
Aubrey De Vere Duke of 


Albert 


| St. Albans, John Wogan Bishop of 
| St. Asaph, Alfred George Bishop of 


St. Germans, Henry Cornwallis Earl of 

St. John of Bletso, Beauchamp Moubray 
Lord 

Saint Leonards, Edward Burtenshaw Lord 

Saint Levan, John Lord 

Saint Oswald, Rowland Lord 

St. Vincent, Carnegie Parker Viscount 

Salisbury, Robert Arthur Talbot Mar- 
quess of 


| Salisbury, John Bishop of 


Saltersford, James George Henry Lord 
(Earl of Courtown) 

Saltoun, Alexander William Frederick 
Lord. (Elected for Scotland) 

Sandhurst, William Lord 

Sandwich, Edward George Henry Earl of 

Sandys, Augustus Frederick Arthur Lord 

Savile, John Savile Lord 

Saye and Sele, John Fiennes Lord 

Scarbrough, Aldred Frederick George 
Beresford Earl of 

Scarsdale, Alfred Nathaniel Holden Lord 

Seaton, John Reginald Upton Lord 

Sefton, Charles William Hylton Philip 
Lord. (Karl of Sefton) 

Selborne, William Waldegrave Earl of 

Shaftesbury, Anthony Earl of 

Shand, Alexander Burns Lord 


Sheffield, Henry North Lord. 
Sheffield) 


Sherborne, Edward Lennox Lord 


(Earl of 


(Elected Sor 
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Shrewsbury, Charles Henry John Earl of ; Temple of Stowe, William Stephen Ear! 
Shute, Perey Lord. (Viscount Barrington) | | Templemore, Henry Spencer Lord 


Sidmouth, William Wells Viscount | Templetow n, Henry Edward Montagu 
Silchester, Thomas Lord. (Earl of tae Dorington Clotworthy Viscount. 
ford) | (Elected for Trelund) 
Sinclair, Charles William Lord. (Elected | Tennyson, Hallam Lord 
for Scotland) | Tenterden, Charles Stuart Henry Lord 
Somerhill, Hubert [George Lord. (Mar-| Teynham, Henry John Philip Sidney 
quess of Clanricarde) Lord 
Somers, Philip Reginald Lord | Thring, Henry Lord 
Somerset, Algernon Duke of | Thurlow, Thomas John Lord 
Somerton, Sidney James Lord. (Earl of | Tollemache, Wilbraham Frederic Lord 
Normanton) Torphichen, James Walter Lord. (Elected 
Sondes, George Edward Earl | Sor Scotland) 
Southampton, Charles Henry Lord Torrington, George Master Viscount 
Southwell, George Bishop of Townshend, John Villiers Stuart Mar- 
Spencer, John Poyntz Earl quess 
Stafford, Fitzherbert Lord | Tredegar, Godfrey Charles Lord 
Stalbridge, Richard de Aquila Lord | Trevor, Arthur William Lord 


| Truro, John Bishop of 

Truro, Thomas Montague Morrison Lord 
Tweeddale, William Montagu Lord. 
| (Marquess of Tweeddale) 

Tweedmouth, Edward Lord 

Tyrone, Henry De La Poer Lord. (Mur- 


Stamford, William Earl of 

Stanhope, Arthur Philip Earl 

Stanley of Alderley, Henry Edward John 
Lord 

Stanmore, Arthur Lord 

Stewart of Garlies, Alan Plantagenet Lord. 





(Earl of Galloway) quess of Waterford) 
Stradbroke, George Edward John Mow- | 

bray Earl of | bg 
Strafford, Henry William John Earl of | Vane, Charles Stewart Earl. (Marquess 
Strange, John James Hugh Henry Earl. | of Londonderry) 

(Duke of Atholl) 
: IV aux of Harrowden, Hubert George 
Strathcona and Mount Royal, Donald | Charles Lord 

Alexander Lord | Vv eae Blak Leed 
‘ entry, jayrolles plakene 40V'Us 
cephhethdg Hallyburton George Lord | (Elected ie Ireland) . 
a ener er nee ee | Vernon, George Francis Augustus!Lord » 
Stuart of Castle Stuart, Edmund Archi- | LV eralam, James Walter Earl of 

bald Lord. (Earl of Moray) | Vivian, Geor, ge Crespigny Brabazon Lord 
Sudeley, Charles Douglas Richard Lord 
Sudley, Arthur Saunders William Charles | W 

Fox Lord. (Earl of Arran) 
Suffield, Charles Lord | | Wales, His Royal Highness the Prince of 
Suffolk and Berkshire, Henry Molyneux | W aldegrave, William Frederick Earl 

Paget Earl of | Walsingham, Thomas Lord 
Sutherland, Cromartie Duke of | Wandsworth, Sydney James Lord 
Swansea, Ernest Ambrose Lord | Wantage, Robert James Lerd 

| Watson, William Lord. (4 Lord of 
T | Appeal in Ordinary) 

Talbot de Malahide, Richard Wogan Lord | Welby, Reginald Ear!e Lord 
Tankerville, Charles Earl of | Welling‘on, Henry Duke of 
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Wemyss, Francis Richard Lord. (Earl of 
Wemyss) 

Wenlock, Beilby Lord 

Wentworth, Ralph Gordon Lord. 
another place as Earl of Lovelace) 

Westbury, Richard Luttrell Pilkington 
Lord 


(In 


Westminster, Hugh Lupus Duke of 


Westmorland, Anthony Mildmay Julian 
Ear] of 


Wharncliffe, Edward 
Granville Earl of 


Wigan James Ludovic Lord. 
Crawford) 

Willoughby de Broke, Henry Lord 

Wilton, Arthur George Earl of 

Wimborne, Ivor Bertie Lord 


Winchester, Augustus John Henry Beau- 
mont Marquess of 


Winchester, Randall Thomas Bishop of 
Winchilsea and Nottingham, Henry Stor- 


Montagu Stuart 


(Earl of 





mont Ear! of 
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Windsor, Robert George Lord 

Winton, George Arnulph Ear! of. 
of Eglington) 

Wolseley, Garnet Joseph Viscount 

Wolverton, Frederick Lord 

Worcester, John Jas. Stewart Bishop of 


Worlingham, Archibald Brabazon Sparrow 
Lord. (Earl of Gosford) 


Wrottesley, Arthur Lord 
Wynford, William Draper Mortimer Lord 


(Earl 


. 
Yarborough, Chas. Alfred Worsley Ear! of 


York, His Royal Highness George 
Frederick Ernest Albert Duke of 


York, William Dalrymple Archbishop of 
Z 


Zetland, Lawrence Marquess of 


Zouche of Haryngworth, Robert Nathaniel 
Cecil George Lord 
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ROLL 


OF THE 


LORDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL 


IN THE 


SIXTH SESSION OF THE TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT 


OF 


THE UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 


63 VICTORLZ 1899. 





Mem.— A vcording to the Usage of Parliament, when the House appoints « Select Committee 

the Lords appointed to serve upon it are named in the Order of thetr Rank, beginning with 
PI y bey 6 
the Highest ; and so, when the House sends a Committee to a Conference with the 
Commons, the Lord highest in Rank is called first, and the rest go forth in like Order: 
b] « é ’ y « 
But when the Whole House is called over for any Purpose, within the House, ov for the 
Purpose of proceeding forth to Westminster Hall, or upon any public Solemnity, the Call 
! yf Y ’ L Yi th 

begins invariably with the Junior Baron. 





1 His Royal Highness the Prince of 7 Frederick Archbishop of Canter- 


Wales bury 
2 His Royal Highness Alfred Ernest 8 Hardinge Stanley Earl of Halsbury, 
Albert Duke of Edinburgh Lord High Chancellor 
3 His Royal Highness Arthur William 9 William Dalrymple Archbishop of 
Patrick Albert Duke of Con- | York 
naught and Strathearn | 10 Spencer Compton Duke of Devon- 
4 His Royal Highness George | shire, Lord President of the 
Frederick Ernest Albert Duke | Council 
7 
3 of York . 11 Richard Assheton Viscount Cross, 
5 a A sage cin grat vied Lord Privy Seal 
Duke of Albany | :‘12 Henry Duke of Norfolk, Hurl 


6 His Royal Highness cane | rican bine 
William Frederick Charles Duke | | 13 Algernon Duke of Somerset 
of Cambridge | 14 Charles Henry Duke of Richmond 















































16 
17 
18 


19 
20 


26 





ROLL OF 


Augustus Charles Lennox Duke of | 
Grafton 
Henry Charles Fitzroy Duke of | 
Beaufort | 
Charles Victor Albert Aubrey de | 
Vere Duke of Saint Albans 
George Godolphin Duke of Leeds 
Herbrand Arthur Duke of Bedford | 
Spencer Compton Duke of Devon- | 
shire. (In another place as Lord | 
President of the Council) 
Charles Richard 
Marlborough 
Robert Duke of Rut- 


John Duke of 


John James 
land 

Alfred Douglas Duke of Brandon 

Wiliam John Arthur Charles 
James Duke of Portland 

William Angus Drogo Duke of 
Manchester 

Henry Pelham Archibald Douglas 
Duke of Newcastle 

Algernon George Duke of Northum- 
berland 

His Royal Highness Ernest Augus- 
tus William Adolphus George 
Frederick Duke of Cumberland 
and Teviotdale 

Henry Duke of Wellington 

Cromartie Duke of Sutherland 

Hugh Lupus Duke of Westminster 

Alexander William George Duke of 
Fife 

George Douglas Duke of Argyll 

Augustus John Henry Beaumont 
Marquess of Winchester 

Henry Charles Keith Marquess of 
Lansdowne 

John Villiers 
Townshend 


Robert Arthur Talbot Marquess of 
Salisbury 


Stuart Marquess 


Thomas Henry Marquess of Bath 
James Marquess of 
(Duke of Abercorn) 
Hugh de Grey Marquess of Hert- 

ford 


Abercorn 


John Patrick Marquess of Bute 

William Thomas Brownlow Mar- 
quess of Exeter 

William George Spencer Scott 


Marquess of Northampton 
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John Charles Marquess Camden 
Henry Cyril Marquess of Anglesey 


George Henry Hugh Marquess of 
Cholmondeley 


Henry Augustus 
Ailesbury 


Frederick William John Marquess 
of Bristol 


Archibald Marquess of Ailsa 

Constantine Charles Henry Mar- 
quess of Normanby 

George Frederick Samuel Marquess 
of Ripon 


Marquess of 


William Marquess of Abergavenny 

Gavin Marquess of Breadalbane 

Frederick Temple 
Dufferin and Ava 

Lawrence Marquess of Zetland 

Sidney Earl of Pembroke and 
Montgomery, Lord Steward of the 
Household 


Charles Henry 
Shrewsbury 

Frederick Arthur Earl of Derby 

Warner Francis John Plantagenet 
Earl of Huntingdon 

Sidney Earl of Pembroke and Mont- 
gomery. (Jn «nother place as 
Lord Steward of the Householil) 

Henry Hugh Ear] of Devon 

Henry Molyneaux Paget Earl of 
Suffolk and Berkshire 

Rudolph Robert Basil Aloysius 
Augustine Earl of Denbigh 

Anthony Mildmay Julian Earl of 
Westmorland 

Montagne Peregrine 
Ear! of Lindsey 

William Earl of Stamford 

Henry Stormont Earl of Winchilsea 
and Nottingham 

Edwyn Francis Earl of Chesterfield 

Edward George Henry Earl of 
Sandwich 

George Devereux de Vere Earl of 
Essex 

George James Ear! of Carlisle 

William Henry Walter Earl of 
Doncaster. (Duke of Buccleuch and. 
(Jueensherry) 


Marquess of 


John Earl of 


Albemarle 


Anthony Ear! of Shaftesbury 
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89 


90 


91 


92 
93 


94 


99 
100 


101 
102 


SPIRITUAL 

Randal Mowbray Thomas Earl of | 103 
Berkeley 

Montagu Arthur Earl of Abingdon 104 


Aldred Frederick George Beresford 
Earl of Scarborough 105 


Arnold Allan Cecil Earl of Albe- , 106 
marle 


George William Earl of Coventry | 107 
Victor Albert George Earl of Jersey 108 
Earl Poulett 
John Francis Erskine Earl of Mar. 199 
(Elected for Scotland) 110 
Sholto George Watson Earl of 111 
Morton. (Elected for Scotland) 119 
Walter John Francis Earl of Mar 
and Kellie. (Elected for Scotland) 








George Earl of Haddington. 
(Elected for Scotland) '113 

Frederick Henry Earl of Lauderdale, 114 
(Elected for Scotland) 1115 

David Stanley William Earl of 
Airlie. (Elected for Scotland) 116 


Robert Harris Carnwath Earl of 
Carnwath. (Elveted for Scotland) 147 
Ronald Ruthven Earl of Leven and 413 
Melville. (Elected for Scotland) 
Douglas Mackinnon Baillie Hamil- | 119 
ton Earl of Dundonald. (Elected | |, 
for Scotland) see 
Sewallis Edward Ear] Ferrers 121 
William Heneage Earl of Dart- 
mouth ' 
Charles Earl of Tankerville 
Charles Wightwick Earl of Ayles- 
ford 1193 
Francis Thomas De Grey Ear! | 
_ Cowper | 194 


sa . | 
Arthur Philip Earl Stanhope | 


George Loveden William Henry | 125 
Earl of Macclesfield 


Douglas Beresford Malise Ronald | 126 
Earl Graham. (Duke of Mont- 





' | 
rose) 1127 
William Frederick Earl Walde- 
grave | 128 
Bertram Earl of Ashburnham | 
Charles Augustus Earl of Harring- | 
ton | 
| 130 


Newton Earl of Portsmouth 


Francis Richard Charles Guy Earl | 131 
Brooke and Earl of Warwick 132 


AND TEMPORAL. xxi 


Sidney Carr Earl of Buckingham- 
shire 

William Thomas 
Fitzwilliam 

Frederick George Earl of Guilford 

Albert Edward Philip Henry Earl 
of Hardwicke 

Henry Edward Ear! of [chester 

Gilbert George Reginald Earl De 
La Warr 

William Earl of Radnor 

John Poyntz Earl Spencer 

Seymour Henry Earl Bathurst 

Arthur Wills John Wellington 
Trumbull Blundell Earl of Hills- 
borough. = (Jurquess of — Down- 
shire) 

Edward Hyde Ear! of Clarendon 

William David Earl of Mansfield 


Spencer Earl 


John James Hugh Henry LEazl 
Strange. (Duke of Atholl) 


William Henry Earl of Mount 
Edgcumbe 

Hugh Earl Fortescue 

George Edward Stanhope Molyneux 
Karl of Carnarvon 

George Henry Earl Cadogan 

Edward James Earl of Malmesbury 

John Vansittart. Danvers Karl of 
Lanesborough. (Llected for Ire- 
land) 

Lionel George Henry Seymour Earl 
of Portarlington. (Elected for 
Ireland) 

Dermot Robert Wyndham Earl of 


Mayo. (Elected for Irelind) 
Hugh Earl Annesley. (Elected for 
Trelund) 
George Earl of Lucan. (lected for 
Ireland) 


Somerset Richard Earl of Belmore. 
(Elected for Ireland) 
James Francis Far! 
(Elected for Ireland) 
Harry Earl of 


of Bandon. 


James’ Francis 
Rosslyn 

William George Robert Earl of 
Craven 

William Hillier Earl of Onslow 

Charles Earl of Romney 

Walter John Ear] of Chichester 
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139 
140 
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145 
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160 


161 
162 
163 
164 


165 
166 


ROLL OF THE 


Arthur George Earl of Wilton | 168 
George Charles Earl of Powis 169 
Horatio Earl Nelson 170 
Lawrence Earl of Rosse. (Elected 

Jor Ireland) | 171 
Sydney William Herbert Ear! | 

Manvers ay? 
Robert Horace Earl of Orford 


Albert Henry George Earl Grey | 173 
Hugh Cecil Earl of Lonsdale 


Dudley Francis Stuart Earl of | i 
Harrowby Baia! 
Henry Ulick Earl of Harewood 1S 
Gilbert John Earl of Minto | 176 
Alan Frederick Ear] Cathcart | 77 
James Walter Earl of Verulam 178 
Adelbert Wellington Brownlow | 179 
Karl Brownlow pF 
Henry Cornwallis Earl of St, | 180 
Germans ‘181 
Albert Edmund Ear! of Morley | 189 
George Cecil Orlando Earl of | 
Bradford 183 
William Earl Beauchamp 184 
John Earl of Eldon 185 


Richard William Penn Earl Howe | 


George Edward John Mowbray Earl | 186 
of Stadbroke 187 
William Stephen Ear! Temple of | jg. 
Stowe 


Francis Charles Earl of Kilmorey 189 
(Elected for Ireland) 


Charles Stewart Earl Vane. 190 
(Marquess of Londonderry) 191 
William Archer Earl Amherst 


Frederick Archibald Vaughan Earl 192 
Cawdor 193 
William George Earl of Munster 194 


Robert Adam Philips Haldane Earl | 195 
of Camperdown 
Thomas Francis Ear] of Lichfield | 196 
John George Earl of Durham (197 
Granville George Earl Granville 
Henry Alexander Gordon Ear! of 





Effingham 198 
Henry John Earl of Ducie 199 
Charles Alfred Worsley Earl of 

Yarborough 200 


Henry John Earl Innes. (Duke of 
Roaburghe) 201 





LORDS 








Thomas William Ear] of Leicester 
Ralph Gordon Earl of Lovelace 


Charles William Francis Earl of 
Gainsborough 


Francis Charles Granville Earl of 
Ellesmere 


Henry William John Earl of 
Strafford 


Kenelm Charles Edward Earl of 
Cottenham 


Henry Arthur Mornington Ear] 
Cowley 

George Arnulph Earl of Winton 
(Earl of Eglintoun) 

William Humble Earl of Dudley 

John Francis Stanley Earl Russell 

John Earl of Kimberley 

Vesey Earl of Dartrey 

William Ernest Earl of Feversham 

Henry George Earl of Ravensworth 

Edward Montagu Stuart Granville 
Earl of Wharncliffe 

Thomas George Earl of Northbrook 

Herbert John Earl Cairns 

Victor Alexander George Robert 
Earl of Lytton 

Edward George Earl of Lathom 

George Edward Earl Sondes 

William Waldegrave Earl of Sel- 
borne 

Walter Stafford Earl of Iddesleigh 

Cornwallis Earl de Montalt 


William Henry Forester Earl of 
Londesborough 


Gathorne Earl of Cranbrook 
Gilbert Henry Earl of Ancaster 
Charles Robert Earl Carrington 


Robert Offley Ashburton Earl of 
Crewe 


Wilbraham Earl Egerton 


Hardinge Stanley Earl of Hals- 
bury. (Jn another place as Lord 
High Chancellor) 


Robert Viscount Hereford 


Byron Plantagenet Viscount Falk- 
land. (Elected for Scotland) 


Henry Viscount Bolingbroke and 
St. John 


Charles George Viscount Cobham 
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Evelyn Edward Thomas Viscount | 233 











Falmouth 234 
George Master Viscount Torrington | 935 
Maurice Viscount Leinster. (Duke 

of Leinster) 236 
Francis Wheeler Viscount Hood 237 
Mervyn Edward Viscount Powers” | 938 

court. (Elected for Ireland) 939 
Henry William Crosbie Viscount i 40 

Bangor. (Elected for Ireland) : 
Cornwallis Viscount Hawarden: | ~ on 

(Elected for Ireland.) (In another | | 242 

place as Earl de Montalt) | 243 
Carnegie Parker Viscount St. Vin- | 244 

cent | 945 

. . = a 
Henry Viscount Melville | 246 
William Wells Viscount Sidmouth | 247 
Henry Edward Montagu Dorington | , 48 

Clotworthy Viscount Temple- fobs 

town. (Elected for Ireland) 249 
John Campbell Viscount Gordon. | 250 

(Earl of Aberdeen) 251 
Edward Fleetwood John Viscount | 

Exmouth | 252 
John Luke George Viscount | 953 

Hutchinson. (Earl of Donough- | 554 

more) = 
William Frederick Viscount Clan- doen 

earty. (Karl of Clancarty) | 256 
Francis Lynch Viscount Com- __ 

bermere | 257 


Henry Charles Viscount Canterbury 
Rowland Richard Viscount Hill ) 
Henry Charles Viscount Hardinge j 
Hugh Viscount Gough i 
Charles Lindley Viscount Halifax | 260 
Alexander Nelson Viscount Brid- | 96] 
_— 262 
William Henry Berkeley Viscount 263 
Portman 
Henry Robert Viscount Hampden 
Garnet Joseph Viscount Wolseley 


Richard Assheton Viscount Cross. | 965 
(In another place as Lord Privy 
. Seal) 


Arthur Wellesley Viscount Peel 


Henry Thurstan Viscount Knuts- ai 
ford ai 


Henry Viscount Llandaff 
William Baliol Viscount Esher 
Evelyn Viscount Cromer 











SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. 





Mandell Bishop of London 
Brooke Foss Bishop of Durham 


Randell Thomas Bishop of Win- 
chester 


Charles John Bishop of Gloucester 

John Charles Bishop of Liverpool 

Ernest Roland Bishop of Chichester 

Richard Bishop of Llandatf 

William Bishop of Oxford 

George Bishop of Southwell 

William Boyd Bishop of Ripon 

Edward Bishop of Lincoln 

Edward Henry Bishop of Exeter 

John Bishop of Salisbury 

Alwyne Bishop of Ely 

James Bishop of Manchester 

Francis John Bishop of Chester 

Alfred George Bishop of St. Asaph 

John Wogan Bishop of St. Albans 

John James Stewart Bishop of 
Worcester 

John Bishop of Truro 

Angustus Bishop of Lichfield 

John Wareing Bishop of Carlisle 

John Bishop of Norwich 


George Wyndham Bishop of Bath 
and Wells 


John Adrian Louis Lord Hopetoun 
(Earl of Hopetoun), Lord Chamber- 
lain of the Household 


Dudley Charles Lord de Ros 

Charles Botolph Joseph Lord Mow- 
bray 

George Manners Lord Hastings 

Jack Southwell Lord de Clifford 

Charles Henry Rolle Lord Clinton 

Robert Nathaniel Cecil George 
Lord Zouche of Haryngworth 

Rawdon George Grey Lord Grey de 
Ruthyn 

Charles Edward Hastings Lord 
Botreaux. (Karl of Loudoun) 

Ralph Francis Julian Lord Camoys 

Henry Lord Willoughby de Broke 

Hubert George Charles Lord Vaux 
of Harrowden 

Ralph Gordon Lord Wentworth. 


(In another place as Earl of 
Lovelace) 








Xxiv 
270 Alired Thomas Townshend Lord | 300 George Francis 
Braye 
271 Robert George Lord Windsor | 301 
272 William Henry John Lord North | 
273 Beauchamp Moubray Lord St. John | 302 
of Bletso | 303 
274 Frederick George Lord Howard de | 304 
Walden | semi 
“ aie | 305 
275 Bernard Henry Philip Lord Petre | 306 
276 John Fiennes Lord Saye and Sele | 307 
| JUG 
277 


281 


282 


283 


284 


285 


286 


288 


289 


290 





John Francis Lord Arundell of | , 
Wardour 3 
Edward Henry Stuart Lord Clifton. | 


08 


(Earl of Darnley) 309 
John Baptist Joseph Lord Dormer | eis 
Henry John Philip Sidney Lord | : 

Teynham 
Fitzherbert Lord Stafford | 311 
George Frederick William Lord | 


Byron | 312 
Lewis Henry Hugh Lord Clifford | 313 
of Chudleigh 314 
Henry John Brinsley Lord Manners | 
of Haddon. (Marquess of Granby) | 315 
Henry de Vere Lord Barnard 
Horace Courtenay Gammell Lord | 316 
Forbes. (Elected for Scotland) 317 
Alexander William Frederick Lord | 318 
Saltoun. (Elected for Scotland) | 
Charles William Lord Sinclair. | 319 
(Elected for Scotland) | 
James Walter Lord Torphichen. | 
(Elected for Scotland) 
Alexander Hugh Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh. (Elected for Scotland) | 321 
Walter Hugh Lord Polworth. | 322 
(Elected for Scotland) 
Richard Edmund St. Lawrence | * 
Lord Boyle. (Earl of Cork and 


| 320 
| 


w 
bo 
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Orrery) 324 
George Lord Hay. (Karl of| 

Kinnoul) 325 
Digby Wentworth Bayard Lord 

Middleton 326 


Debonnaire John Lord Monson 

Walter William Brabazon Lord 327 
Ponsonby. (arl of Bessborough) 

Alfred Nathaniel Holden Lord | 378 
Scarsdale 

George Florance Lord Boston 329 


Augustus Arthur Lord Lovel and | 330 
olland. 





(Earl of Egmont) 331 





ROLL, OF THE LORDS 


Augustus Lord 
Vernon 

Edward 
Digby 

Martin Bladen Lord Hawke 


Henry Trafalgar Lord 


Henry Thomas Lord Foley 

Arthur de Cardonnel Lord Dinevor 

Thomas Lord Walsingham 

William Lord Bagot 

Charles Henry Lord Southampton 

John Richard Brinsley Lord Grant- 
ley 

George Bridges Harley Dennett 
Lord Rodney 

Henry George Lord Lovaine. 
(Eurl Percy.) (In another place as 
Duke of Northumberland) 

Philip Reginald Lord Somers 

Richard Henry Lord Berwick 

Edward Lennox Lord Sherborne 

Henry De La Poer Lord Tyrone. 
(Marquess of Waterford) 

Richard Henry Lord Carleton. 
(Earl of Shannon) 

Charles Lord Suffield 

Lloyd Lord Kenyon 

Charles 
brooke 


Cornwallis Lord  Bray- 


George Augustus Hamilton Lord 
Fisherwick. (Marquess of Done- 
gull) 

Henry Charles Lord Gage. (Vis- 
count Gage) 

Thomas John Lord Thurlow 

William Morton Lord Auckland 

Leopold George Frederick Lord 
Mendip. (Viscount Clifden) 

Edmund Archibald Lord Stuart of 
Castle Stuart. (Earl of Moray) 

Alan Plantagenet Lord Stewart of 
Garlies. (Earl of Galloway) 

James George Henry Lord Salters- 
ford. (Earl of Courtown) 

William Lord Brodrick. (Viscount 
Midleton) 

Augustus Cholmondeley Lord Cal- 
thorpe 

Peter Robert Lord Gwydir 

William Thomas Lord Bolton 

John Lord Lilford 
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34 


34 


34 


34 


38 
35 
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342 


343 


345 


346 
347 


348 


349 


SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. XXV 


Thomas Lord Ribblesdale 

Edward Donough Lord Inchiquin. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Somerset Henry Lord Farnham. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

John Thomas William Lord Massy. 
(Elected for Ireland) 


Hamilton Matthew Fitzmaurice 
Lord Muskerry. (lected for 
Ireland) 


Francis William Lord 
(Elected for Ireland) 
Luke Gerald Lord Clonbrock. 

(Elected for Ireland) 


Charles Mark Lord Headley. 
(Elected for Ireland) 
Edward Henry Churchill Lord 


Crofton. (Elected for Irclund) 

Hereules Edward Lord Langford 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Dayrolles Blakeney Lord Ventry. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Henry O'Callaghan Lord Dunalley. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

John Henry Lord Loftus. 
quess of Ely) 

William Lord Carysfort. 
Carysfort) 

George Ralph Lord Abercromby 

Charles Towry Hamilton Lord 
Ellensborough 


(VWar- 


Augustus Frederick Arthur Lord . 


Sandys 


Henry North Lord Sheffield. (Ew ° 


of Sheffield) 

William Macnaghten Lord Erskine 

John Thomas Lord Monteagle. 
(Marquess of Sligo) 

Bernard Arthur William Patrick 
Hastings Lord Granard. (url 
of Granard) 

Lord Gardner 

John Thomas Lord Manners 

John Adrian Louis Lord Hopetoun. 
(Earl of Hopetoun.) (In unother 
place as Lord Chamberlain of the 
Household) 

Albert Edward Lord Castlemaine. 
(Elected for Ireland) 
Charles Lord Meldrum. 

of Huntly) 

Lowry Egerton Lord Grinstead. 
(Earl of Enniskillen) 

William Henry Edmond de Vere 
Sheaffe Lord Foxford. 
Limerick) 
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361 


362 


384 


386 
387 
388 


389 


Victor Albert Francis Charles Lord 
Churchill 


George Robert Canning Lord 
Harris 

Reginald Charles Edward Lord 
Colchester 

Schomberg Henry Lord Ker. 


(Murquess of Lothian) 

Vietor George Henry Francis Lord 
Minster. (Murquess Conyngham) 

James Edward William Theobald 
Lord Ormonde. (Marquess of 
Ormonde) 

Francis Richard Lord 
(Eurl of Wemyss) 

Thomas Lord Silchester. 
Longford) 

Clotworthy John Eyre Lord Oriel. 
(Viscount Massereene) 

Hugh Lord Delamere 

Cecil Theodore Lord Forester 

John William Lord Rayleigh 

Edrie Frederick Lord Gifford 

Hubert George Lord Somerhill. 
(Murquess of Clanricarde) 

James Ludovie Lord Wigan. (Earl 
of Crawford) 

Uchter John Mark Lord Ranfurly. 
(Eurl of Ranfurly) 

Charles Stewart Henry Lord Ten- 
terden 

William Lee Lord Plunket 

William Fredk. Lord Heytesbury 

Archibald Philip Lord Rosebery. 
(Earl of Rosebery) 

Richard James Lord Clanwilliam 
(Eurl of Clanwilliam) 

William Draper Mortimer Lord 
Wynford 

Charles Gore Lord Kilmarnock. 
(Eurl of Erroll) 

Arthur James Francis Lord Fin- 
gall. (Earl of Fingall) 

Charles William Hylton Philip 
Lord Sefton. (Earl of Sefton) 
Charles Lord Clements. (Earl of 

Leitrim) 


Wemyss. 


(Earl of 


Geoffrey Thomas Lord  Kenlis. 
(Marquess of Head fort) 
Reginald Lord Chaworth. (Harl 


of Meath) 

Charles Adolphus Lord Dunmore. 
Eurl of Dunmore) 

Augustus Frederick George War- 
wick Lord Poltimore 











xxvi 
390 Llewelyn Nevill Vaughan Lord | 424 
Mostyn 
391 Henry Spencer Lord Templemore | 425 
392 Valentine Frederick Lord Clon- 
curry 426 
393 James St. Vincent Lord De Sau- 
marez 427 
394 Thomas Lord Denman 428 
395 James Yorke MacGregor Lord 
Abinger 429 
396 Philip Lord De L’Isle and Dudley | 430 
397 Francis Denzil Edward Lord Ash- 
burton 431 
398 Edward George Percy Lord 
Hatherton 432 
399 Archibald Brabazon Sparrow Lord | 433 
Worlingham. (Earl of Gosford) 434 
400 Hallyburton George Lord Strathe- | 435 
den 436 
401 Geoffrey Dominick Augustus} “ 
Frederick Lord Oranmore and - 
Browne. (Elected for Ticlund) 43% 
402 Simon Joseph Lord Lovat 438 
403 William Bateman Lord Bateman si 
404 Algernon Hawkins Thomond Lord | *°? 
Kintore. (Earl of Kintore) 
405 Derrick Warner William Lord | (440 
Rossmore 441 
406 Robert Shapland George Julian | 
Lord Carew | 442 
407 William Ashley Webb Lord De | 
Mauley 
408 Arthur Lord Wrottesley 443 
409 Charles Douglas Richard Lord 
Sudeley 
410 Paul Sanford Lord Methuen at 
411 Henry Edward John Lord Stanley 445 
of Alderley " 
412 William Henry Lord Leigh 
413 Beilby Lord Wenlock | 446 
414 William Lord Lurgan | 447 
415 Thomas Spring Lord Monteagle of | ’ 
Brandon | | 448 
416 John Reginald Upton Lord Seaton | 449 
417 John Manley Arbuthnot Lord Keane |“ 
418 John Lord Oxenfoord. (Earl of | 459 
Stair) 451 
419 George Crespigny Brabazon Lord | 452 
Vivian «| 453 
420 Henry Lord Congleton 
21 Victor Alexander Lord Elgin, | 454 
(Earl of Elgin und Kincardine) 
422 Thomas Montague Morrison Lord | 455 
Truro 456 
423 Arthur Lord de Freyne 457 











ROLL OF THE LORDS 


Edward Burtenshaw Lord Saint 
Leonards 

George Fitz-Roy 
Raglan 

Valentine Augustus Lord Kenmare 
(Earl of Kenmare) 

Henry Lord Belper 

Richard Wogan Lord Talbot de 
Malahide 

Robert Wellesley Lord Ebury 

Charles Compton William Lord 
Chesham 


Frederick Augustus Lord Chelms- 
ford 

John Lord Churston 

Henry Lord Leconfield 

Godfrey Charles Lord Tredegar 

Fitz Patrick Henry Lord Lyveden 

Henry Charles Lord Brougham and 
Vaux 

Arthur Fitz-Gerald Lord Kinnaird 

Richard Luttrell Pilkington Lord 
Westbury 

Charles Paget Fitzhardinge Lord 
Fitzhardinge 

Luke Lord Annaly 

John Gaspard Le Marchant Lord 
Romilly 

James Herbert Gustavus Meredyth 
Lord Meredyth. (Lord Ath- 
lumney) 

Windham Thomas Lord Kenry- 
(Earl of Dunraven and Mount- 
Earl) 

Henry Power Charles Stanley Lord 


Monck. (Viscount Moncl:) 
John Major Lord Hartismere-. 
(Lord Henniker) 


Hedworth Hylton Lord Hylton 

George Sholto Gordon Lord Pen- 
rhyn 

Gustavus Russell Lord Brancepeth. 
(Viscount Boyne) 

John Henry Lord Kesteven 

Arthur Lord Ormathwaite 

Edward Lord O'Neill 

Robert William Lord Napier 

Jenico William Joseph Lord Gor 


manston. (Viscount Gormanston) 


Thomas Kane Lord Rathdonnell. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

John Hamilton Lord Lawrence 

James Plaisted Lord Penzance 

John Lord Dunning. 


(Lord Rollo) 


Henry Lord: 
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479 
480 
481 


482 
483 
484 
485 


486 


487 
488 
489 
490 


491 
492 
493 
494 





SPIRITUAL 
(Earl of 495 


James Lord Balinhard. 


Southesk) 
William Lord Hare. (Earl of | 496 
Listowel) 
Francis Edward Lord Howard of | 497 
Glossop | 498 
Bernard Edward Barnaby Lord | 499 
Castletown | 500 
John Emerich Edward Lord Acton | 55) 


Frederick Lord Wolverton 
Algernon William Fulke Lord | 503 
Greville 504 
Thomas Towneley Lord O'Hagan | 595 
William Lord Sandhurst 
William John George Lord Ettrick. | 
(Lord Napier) | 506 
Sidney James Lord Somerton. | 
(Earl of Normanton) | 507 
Henry Campbell Lord Aberdare | 508 
| 


Thomas Charles Lord Robartes | 509 


Henry James Lord Moncrieff 
Bernard John Seymour Lord Cole- 


ridge | 509 
Thomas William Gaston Lord Emly | 
Thomas Francis Lord Cottesloe | 5 
Herbert Perrott Murray Lord | 511 

Hampton | 
Charles Alexander Lord Douglas. | 513 

| 


(Earl of Home) 514 
Arthur George Maule Lord Ramsey. | 515 
(Earl of Dalhousie) 516 
John Henry Lord Fermanagh. | 517 
(Earl Erne) 518 


William Richard Lord Harlech | 519 
Henry Gerard Lord Alington | 
Wilbraham Frederick Lord Tolle- | 520 

mache | 52] 
William Cansfield Lord Gerard 


Lionel Sackville Lord Sackville 522 
Charles Bowyer Lord Norton | 523 
Percy Lord Shute. (Viscount 524 
Barrington) | 525 
William Lord Watson. (4 Lord of 596 
Appeal in Ordinary) 597 
Lawrence Hesketh Lord Haldon en 
Ivor Bertie Lord Wimborne pa 
Arthur Edward Lord Ardilaun iy 
Charles Wallace Alexander Napier | 53 
Lord Lamington 53 
Arthur William Lord Trevor | 530 


Montagu William Lord Rowton 

Edward Lord Brabourne | 533 

Arthur Oliver Villiers Lord Ampt- | 534 
hill 





AND TEMPORAL. XXVii 


William Montagu Lord Tweeddale. 
(Marquess of Tweeddale) ; 

William Ulick Tristram Lord 
Howth. (Earl of Howth) 

Donald James Lord Reay 

Harcourt Lord Derwent 

Henry James Lord Hothfield 

Edward Lord Tweedmouth 

Hallam Lord Tennyson 

James Lord Strathspey. (Har! of 
Seafield) 

John William Lord Monk Bretton 

Walter Henry Lord Northbourne 

Arthur Saunders William Charles 
Fox Lord Sudley. (Hal of 
Arran) 

John Robert William Lord de Vesci. 
(Viscount de Veset) 

Marmaduke Francis Lord Herries 

Mervyn Edward Lord Powerscourt. 
(In another place as Viscount 
Powerscourt) 

Frederic Lord Northington. (Lord 
Henley) 

Nathaniel Mayer Lord Rothschild 

John Lord Revelstoke 

Robert Lord Monkswell 

Arthur Lord Hobhouse 

Ralph Robert Wheeler Lord Lingen 

Edward Lord Ashbourne 

Rowland Lord Saint Oswald 

Robert James Lord Wantage 

Robert Wilfrid Lord Deramore 

Henry John Lord Montagu of Beau- 
lieu 

Sidney Herbert Lord Elphinstone 

Charles John Lord Colville of Cul- 
ross 

Farrer Lord Herschell 

Charles William Lord Hillingdon 

Charles Lord Hindlip 

Edmund Lord Grimthorpe 

Richard de Aquila Lord Stalbridge 

William Lord Kensington 

Michael Arthur Lord Burton 

John Glencairn Carter Lord Hamil- 
ton of Dalzell 

Thomas Lord Brassey 

Henry Lord Thring 

Edward Lord Macnaghten. (4 
Lord of Appeal in Ordinary) 

Robert Lord Connemara 

Claude Lord Bowes. (Kari of 
Strathmore and Kinghorn) 
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George Edmund Milnes Lord | 581 Edward Lord Heneage 


Monckton. (Viscount Galway) 582 John Wingfield Lord Malcolm of 
John Lord Saint Levan Poltalloch 
James Douglas Lord Magheramorne 583 Hercules Arthur Temple Lord Ros- 
William George Lord Armstrong _ mead 
George Limbrey Lord Basing | 584 Alexander Smith Lord Kinnear 
William Henry Lord de Ramsey 585 Joseph Lord Lister 
William Meriton Lord Cheylesmore | 586 David Lord Fairlie, = (Kur! of 


Egerton Lord Addington Glasgow) 


John Savile Lord Savile 587 Hugh Richard Lord Dawnay. 
Michael Lord Morris. (4 Lord of |. (Pescomnt Down) 

Appeal in Ordinary) 588 Henry Charles Lord Ludlow 
William Ventris Lord Field 589 Hans Wellesley Lord Holm 

Patrick 

/590 John Lord Inverclyde 
/591 Donald Alexander Lord Strathcona 
and Mount Royal 


Edward Cecil Lord Iveagh 
George Lord Mount Stephen 
Samuel Lord Masham 
Frederick Sleigh Lord Roberts of 


Kandahar 592 William Wallace Lord Newlands 
Arthur William Acland Lord Hood | 9? Horace Brand Lord Farquhar 

of Avalon (594 Josslyn Francis Lord Muncaster 
William Lord Kelvin (595 Arthur Lawrence Lord — Hali- 
Henry John Lord Rookwood aay burton -: 
Alexander Burns Lord Shand 596 Horatio Herbert Lord Kitchener of 
George Lord Ashcombe a Khartoum 
Archibald Campbell Lord Blyths- 597 Philip _ Henry Wodehouse Lord 
i =p aamalaa — Currie 


wood 
Thomas Lord Crawshaw 
William Amhurst Lord Amherst of 
Hackney 
Thomas Wodehouse Lord Newton 
Henry Lyle Lord Dunleath 


598 Joseph Russell Lord Glanusk 

599 Henry Lord Brampton 

600* Robert Thornhaugh Lord Cran- 
worth 





* This number is in excess of the total 


John Allan Lord Llangattock Number of Lords Spiritual and Temporal, 
George James Lord Playfair the Discrepancy being caused by the 
Cyril Lord Battersea following Lords being twice named in 


Ernest Ambrose Lord Swansea the Roll : 

Thomas Henry Lord Farrer Earl of Halsbury as Lord High Chancellor 

a Rie a a ee and as Earl of Halsbury (Nos.8 and 197) 
soe _ceaaediyg Duke of Devonshire as Lord President and 

Cecil Geo. Savile Lord Hawkesbury _ as Duke of Devonshire (Nos. 10 and 20) 


Arthur Lord Stanmore ' Viscount Cross as Lord Privy Seal and as 
Stuart Lord Rendel Viscount Cross (Nos. 11 and 227) 

Reginald Earle Lord Welby Duke of Northumberland as Duke of 
Chasies Lord Russell of Killowen Northumberland and as Lord Lovaine 


(Nos. 27 and 310) 
Earl of Pembroke and Montgomery as 
| Lord Steward and as Earl of Pembroke 


Horace Lord Davey. (4 Lord of | 
Appeal in Ordinary) | 


Henry Brougham Lord Loch and Montgomery (Nos. 56 and 60) 
Sydney James Lord Wandsworth _ Earl of Lovelace as Earl of Lovelace and as 
James Lord Ashton | Lord Wentworth (Nos 169 and 269) 


Herbert Coulstoun Lord Burghclere Earl de Montalt as Earl de Montalt and as 
Henrv Lord James Viscount Hawarden (Nos. 190 and 208) 


i | Vise un Powerscourt as Viscount 
David Robert Lord Rathmore ount —— S 
Powerscourt and as Lord Powers- 


Henry Lord Pirbright | court (Nos. 206 and 508) 
Algernon Lord Glenesk | Lord Hopetoun as Lord Chamberlain and 
Henry Hucks Lord Aldenham as Lord Hopetoun (Nos. 257 and 355) 
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A 
Abraham, William (Glamorgan, Rhondda) 
Abraham, William (Cork Co., N. East) 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A., Bt. (Somerset, 
Wellington) 


Aird, John (Paddington, N.) 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 

Allen, William (Newcastle-under-Lyme) 

Allhusen, Aug. Henry E. (Salisbury) 

Allison, Robert A. (Cumberland, Eskdale) 

Allsopp, Hon. George H. (Worcester) 

Ambrose, Robert (Mayo, West) 

Anson, Sir William R., Bt. (Oxford Uni- 

- versity) 

Anstruther, 
Burghs) 


Arch, Joseph (Norfolk, N.W.) 
Archdale, Edward M. (Fermanagh, N.) 
Arnold, Alfred (Halifax) | 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. (Belfast, West) 
Arrol, Sir William (Ayrshire, South) 
Asher, Alexander (Elgin Burghs) | 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis (Sheffield, | 
Ecclesall) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair (Beds, Luton) | 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. (Fife, East) 


Henry T. (St. Andrews 








Atherley-Jones, (Durham, 
N.W.) 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John (Londonderry, 
North) 

Austin, Sir John, 
Osgoldcross) 


Llewellyn 


Bt. (York, W.R,, 


Austin, Michael (Limerick, West) 


B 


' Bagot, Capt. Josceline F. (Westmoreland, 


Kendal) 


| Bailey, James (Newington, Walworth) 
| Baillie, James E. B. (Inverness) 


Bainbridge, E. (Lincoln, Gainsborough) 
Baird, John G. A. (Glasgow, Central) 
Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 


| Balearres, Lord (Lancashire, Chorley) 


Baldwin, Alfred (Worcester, Bewdley) 


. Balfour, Rt. Hon. Arthur J. (Manchester, 


East) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. Gerald William (Leeds, 
Central) 


| Balfour, Rt. Hon. John B. (Clackmannan 


and Kinross) 
Banbury, Fred. 
Peckham) 
Banes, Major George E. (West Ham, 
South) 


George (Camberwell, 
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Barlow, John Emmott (Somerset, Frome) ) Brigg, John (York, W.R., Keighley) 
Barnes, Fred. Gorell (Kent, Faversham) | Broadhurst, Henry (Leicester) 
Barry, Rt. Hon. Arthur H. Smith- Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John (Surrey, 


(Hunts, Huntingdon) | Guildford) 
Barry, Edward (Cork Co., South) Brookfield, Arthur M. (Sussex, Rye) 
Barry, Sir Francis Tress, Bt. (Windsor) Brown, Alex. Hargreaves (Shropshire, 
Bartley, George C. T. (Islington, N.) Wellington) 


Barton, Dunbar Plunket (Armagh, Mid) | Brunner, Sir John T., Bt. (Cheshire, 


| Northwich) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. (GI 
yonder e ciate Bryce, Rt. Hon. James (Aberdeen, South) 


Cirencester) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire, Chester- Brymer, Wm. Ernest (Dorset, South) 
field) | Buchanan, Thomas R. (Aberdeenshire, 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. H., Bt. (Bristol, | East) 
W.) Bullard, Sir Harry (Norwich) 


Beach, William W. B. (Hants, Andover) | Burdett-Coutts, W. L. A. B. (West- 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. (Northum- | minster) 
berland, Hexham) Burns, John (Battersea) 


Beckett, Ernest W. (York, N.R., Whitby) Burt, Thomas (Morpeth) 
Begg, F. Faithfull (Glasgow, St. Rollox) Butcher, John George (York) 


Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe (Derby) 'Buxton, Sydney C. (Tower Hamlets, 
Bentinck, Lord Henry (Nottingham, S.) | Poplar) 
Beresford, Lord Charles (York) | Cc 
Bethell, Commander Geo. R. (York, E.R., | Caldwell, James (Lanark, Mid) 
Holderness) |Cameron, Sir Charles, Bt. (Glasgow, 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. (Bethnal Green, _ Bridgeton) 
N.E.) ' Cameron, Robert (Durham, Houghton-le- 


Biddulph, Michael (Herefordshire, Ross) | Spring) 

Bigwood, James (Middlesex, Brentford) | Campbell, Rt. Hon. James A. (Glasgow 
Bill, Charles (Staffordshire, Leek) , and Aberdeen Universities) 

Billson, Alfred (Halifax) -Campbell, James H. M. (Dublin, St. 
Birrell, Augustine (Fife, West) Stephen’s Green) : 
Blake, Edward (Longford, S.) Campbell-Bannerman, Rt. Hon. Sir H. 


; (Stirling Burghs) 
Blakiston-Houston, J. (Down, North) Carew, J. Laurence (Dublin, College 


Blundell, Col. H. B. H. (Lancashire, Ince) Green) 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford (Cornwall, St. Carlile, William Walter (Bucks, N.) 


Ban Thomas Dolling (Derbyshire, N. Carag Midlothian) ire 
ail: : ahd Chatinaition, 3) | pene og Hon. Edward (Dublin Uni- 
By H. Cosmo O. (Surrey, Wimble- | Carvill, Patrick G. H. (Newry) 

a. Arth. S. T. Griffith (Kent, | Test ae 
ino ne dl d (Marylebone, E.) | ee eo F. (Lancashire, North 


Bousfield, William R. (Hackney, N.) Cavendish, Victor ©. W. (Derbyshire, 
Bowles, Major Henry F. (Middlesex, En- West) 

field) | Cawley, Frederick (Lancs, Prestwich) 
Bowles, Thomas Gibson (Lynn Regis) | Cayzer, Sir Charles Wm. (Barrow-in 
Brassey, Albert (Oxon, Banbury) Furness) 
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Cecil, Evelyn (Herts, Hertford) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chaloner, Capt. Richard G. W. (Wilts, 
Westbury) 


‘Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J. (Birmingham, 
W.) 


‘Chamberlain, J. Austen (Worcestershire, 
East) 


‘Channing, Francis 
East) 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry (Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford) 


Charrington, Spencer (Tower Hamlets, 
Mile End) 


Chelsea, Viscount (Bury St. Edmunds) 
Clancy, John J. (Dublin Co., North) 
Clare, Octavius Leigh (Lancashire, Eccles) 
Clark, Dr. Gavin B. (Caithness) 

Clarke, Sir Edward (Plymouth) 

Clough, Walter Owen (Portsmouth) 

Hon. Thos. H. 


| 


A. (Northampton, 


Cochrane, 
North) 


Coddington, Sir William, Bt. (Blackburn) | 

Coghill, Douglas H. (Stoke-upon-Trent) 

Cohen, Benjamin L. (Islington, E.) 

Collery, Bernard (Sligo, North) 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse (Birmingham, 
Bordesley) 

‘Colomb, Sir John (Great Yarmouth) 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. A. (Gloucester, 
Thornbury) 


Colville, John (Lanark, N.E.) 

Commins, Andrew (Cork Co., 8S. East) 

Compton, Lord Alwyne F. (Beds, Biggles- 
wade) 

Condon, Thomas J. (Tipperary, E.) 

Cook, Frederick Lucas (Lambeth, 
Kennington) 

Cooke, C. W. Radcliffe (Hereford) 

Corbet, William J. (Wicklow, East) 

Corbett, Arch. Cameron (Glasyow, 
Tradeston) 


Cornwallis, F. S. Wykeham (Maidstone) 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. (Cheshire, 
Wirral) 


Courtney, Rt. Hon. Leonard H. (Corn- 
wall, Bodmin) 


Cox, Irwin Edward B. 
Harrow) 


Cranborne, Viscount (Rochester) 


(Ayrshire, , 


(Middlesex, 
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| Davenport, Wm. 
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OF MEMBERS. 


| Crean, Eugene (Queen’s Co., Ossory) 

| Crilly, Daniel (Mayo, North) 

| Cripps, Charles Alfred (Gloucester, Stroud) 

| Crombie, John William (Kincardineshire) 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow, Camlachie) 

Cross, Herbert Shepherd (Bolton) 

Cruddas, William Donaldson (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne) 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry (Surrey, Reigate) 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal, N.) 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, South) 

Currie, Sir Donald (Perthshire, West) 

Curzon, Viscount (Bucks, Wycombe) 


D 
Dalbiac, Major Philip H. (Camberwell, N.) 
Dalkeith, Earl of (Roxburgh) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles, Bt. (Ipswich) 
Daly, James (Monaghan, South) 
Dalziel, James H. (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
Bromley- (Cheshire, 


Macelesfield) 
Davies, Col. Sir Horatio David (Chatham) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan) 

Davitt, Michael (Mayo, South) 
Denny, Col. John M. 


(Kilmarnock 
Burghs) 


| Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, South) 
| Dickson-Poynder, Sir 


J., Bt. (Wilts, 
Chippenham) 

Digby, J. Kenelm Wingfield- (Dorset, 
North) 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir C. W., Bt. (Glouces- 
ter, Forest of Dean) 

Dillon, John (Mayo, East) 

Disraeli, Coningsby R. (Cheshire, Altrin- 
cham) 

Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D., Bt. (Middlesex, 
Uxbridge) 

Donelan, Capt. A. J. C. (Cork, East) 

Donkin, Richard Sim (Tynemouth) 


| Doogan, P. C. (Tyrone, East) 


Dorington, Sir John E., Bt. (Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury) 

Doughty, George (Great Grimsby) 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. Aretas Akers- (Kent; 
St. Augustine’s) 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark, North-west) 


Douglas-Pennant, Hon. Ed. 8. (Northants, 
South) 
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Doxford, William Theodore (Sunderland) 
Drage, Geoffrey (Derby) 

Drucker, G. C. Adolphus (Northampton) 
Duckworth, James (Lancashire, Middleton) 


Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. (Cumber- 
land, Egremont) 


Dunn, Sir William, Bt. (Paisley) 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H., Bt. (Kent, 
Dartford) 


E 


Morgan 


Edwards, Owen 
shire) 


Egerton, Hon. Alan de Tatton (Cheshire, 
Knutsford) 

Elliot, Hon. Arthur R. D. (Durham) 

Ellis, John Edward (Nottingham, Rush- 
cliffe) 

Emmott, Alfred (Oldham) 

Engledew, Charles John (Kildare, North) 


Esmonde, Sir T. Grattan, 
West) 


Evans, Samuel Thomas (Glamorgan, Mid) 
Evans, Sir Francis H. (Southampton) 
Evershed, Sydney (Staffordshire, Burton) 


(Merioneth- 


3t. (Kerry, 


F 
Fardell, Sir T. George (Paddington, 8.) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert (Aberdeenshire, 
West) 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, West) 
Farrell, Thomas Joseph (Kerry, South) 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. (Hunts, 
Ramsey) 

Fenwick, Charles (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) 

Ferguson, Ronald C. Monro (Leith 
Burghs) 

Fergusson, Rt. Hon. Sir J., Bt. (Man- 


chester, N.E.) 
Ffrench, Peter (Wexford, South) 
Field, Adm. Edward (Sussex, Eastbourne) 
Field, William (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
Finch, George H. (Rutland) 
Finlay, Sir Robert B, (Inverness Burghs) 
Finucane, John (Limerick, East) 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas (Hull, East) 
Fisher, William Hayes (Fulham) 
Fison, Frederick William (York, W.R.. 
Doncaster) 


LIST OF MEMBERS. 


FitzGerald, Sir Robt. U. Penrose-, Bt. 


(Cambridge) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond G. Petty 
(Wilts, Cricklade) 


FitzWygram, Gen. Sir Fred. W., Bt. 
(Hants, Fareham) 


Flannery, Sir J. Fortescue (Yorkshire, 
Shipley) 

Flavin, Michael Joseph (Kerry, North) 

Fletcher, Sir Henry, Bt. (Sussex, Lewes) 

Flower, Ernest (Bradford, W.) 

Flynn, James C. (Cork, North) 

Folkestone, Viscount (Wilts, Wilton) 

Forster, Henry Wm. (Kent, Sevenoaks) 

Foster, Col. William Henry (Lancashire, 
Lancaster) 

Foster, Harry Seymour (Suffolk, Lowes- 
toft) 

Foster, Sir B. Walter (Derby, Ilkeston) 


Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir H. H. (Wolver- 
hampton, East) 

Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis (King’s County, 
Tullamore) 

Fry, Lewis (Bristol, N.) 


G 

Galloway, William Johnson (Manchester, 
S.W.) 

Garfit, William (Boston) 

Gedge, Sydney (Walsall) 

Gibbons, John L. (Wolverhampton, S.) 

Gibbs, Hon. Alban George H. (London) 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (Herts, St. Albans) 

Gibney, James (Meath, North) 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell (Cambridge, Wis- 
bech) 

Gilhooly, James (Cork Co., West) 

Gilliat, John Saunders (Lancs., Widnes) 

Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert J. (Leeds 
West) 

Goddard, Daniel Ford (Ipswich) 

Godson, Sir Augustus F. (Kidderminster) 

Gold, Charles (Essex, Saffron Walden) 

Goldsworthy, Maj.-Gen. W. T. (Hammer- 
smith) 

Gordon, Hon. John Edward (Elgin and 
Nairn) 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon (Cambridge 
University) 

Goschen, Rt. Hon. George J. (St. George’s,, 
Hanover Square) 
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Goschen, George J., jun. (Sussex, East 
Grinstead) 

Goulding, Edward A. (Wilts, Devizes) 

Gourley, Sir Edward T. (Sunderland) 

Graham, Henry R. (St. Pancras, West) 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham, North) 

Green, Walford Davis (Wednesbury) 

Greene, Henry David (Shrewsbury) 

Greene, 
Chesterton) 

Gretton, John (Derbyshire, South) 

Greville, Capt. Hon. Ronald H. F. (Brad- 
ford, East) 

Grey, Sir Edward, Bt. (Northumberland, 
Berwick) 

Griffith, Ellis J. (Anglesey) 

Gull, Sir W. Cameron, Bt. (Devon, Barn- 
staple) 

Gully, Rt. Hon. William C. (Carlisle) 

Gunter, Col. Robert (York, W.R., Bark- 
ston Ash) 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton (Norfolk, 
North) 

H 

Haldane, Richard B. (Haddington) 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles (Finsbury, 
Holborn) 

Halsey, Thomas F. (Herts, Watford) 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord George (Middle- 
sex, Ealing) 

Hammond, John (Carlow) 

Hamond, Sir Charles F. (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne) 

Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. (Preston) 

Hanson, Sir Reginald, Bt. (London) 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. G. Vernon 
(Monmouthshire, W.) 


Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashford) 

Hare, Thomas L. (Norfolk, S.W.) 

Harrington, Timothy (Dublin, Harbour) 

Harwood, George (Bolton) 

Haslett, Sir James H. (Belfast, North) 

Hatch, Ernest F. George (Lancashire, 
Gorton) 

Hayden, John P. (Roscommon, South) 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- (Devon, 
Ashburton) 

Hazell, Walter (Leicester) 

Healy, Maurice (Cork) 


Walter Raymond (Cambs., | 


LIST OF MEMBERS. XXxiii 

| Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford, North) 

' Healy, Timothy M. (Louth, North) 

Heath, James (Staffordshire, N.W.) 
Heaton, J. Henniker (Canterbury) 


| Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. (Wick 

Burghs) 
Helder, Augustus (Whitehaven) 

| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. Hare (Tyrone, N.) 

Henderson, Alexander (Staffordshire, 
West) 

| Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. (Oxon, Henley) 

|Hickman, Sir Alfred (Wolverhampton, 

| W. 


| Hill, Capt. Arthur (Down, West) 
| Hill, Rt. Hon. A. Staveley (Staffordshire, 
Kingswinford) 
Hill, Col. Sir E. Stock (Bristol, South) 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel, Bt. (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, East) 
_Hegan, James Francis (Tipperary, Mid) 
Holden, Sir Angus, Bt. (York, E.R., 
Buckrose) 


Holland, Hon. Lionel R. (Tower Hamlets, 
| Bow, ete.) 
Holland, William H. (York, W.R., 


totherham) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry, Bt. (Black- 
burn) 


Horniman, Frederick John (Penryn and 
Falmouth) 

Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry, Bt. (Man- 
chester, N.W.) 

Houston, Robert P. (Liverpool, West 
Toxteth) 

Howard, Joseph (Middlesex, Tottenham) 

Howell, Wm. Tudor (Denbigh Boroughs) 

Howorth, Sir Henry H. (Salford,’South) 

Hozier, Hon. James H. C. (Lanark, 
South) 

Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn (Lambeth, Brix- 
ton) 

Hudson, George B.'(Herts, Hitchin) 

Hughes, Col. Edwin (Woolwich) 

Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
gomery ) 

Hutchinson, Major {G. W. Grice- (Aston 

_ Manor) 
Hutton, Alfred E. (York, W.R., Morley) 
Hutton, John (Yorkshire, Richmond) 
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(Mont- 
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J | Laurie, L.-Gen. John W. (Pembroke and 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. William L. (Leeds, | Haverfordwest) ; 
North) |Lawrence, Sir Edwin Durning-, Bt. 


(Cornwall, Truro) 


Jacoby, James Alfred (Derbyshire, Mid) | yer 5 comms 
si , a ( a te | Lawrence, William F. (Liverpool, Aber- 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace (Clare, West) cromby) . 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse (Cambridge Lawson, John Grant (York, N.R., Thirsk) 
snarereny) Lawson, Sir Wilfrid, Bt. (Cumberland, 
Jeffreys, Arthur F, (Hants, North) | Cockermouth) 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones (Carmarthen | Lea, Sir Thomas, Bt. (Londonderry, §.) 
Boroughs) |Lecky, Rt. Hon, William E. H. (Dublin 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert M. (St. Pancras, | University) 
South) | Lees, Sir Elliott, Bt. Birkenhead) 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. (Leicester, | Leese, Sir Joseph F. (Lancashire, Ac- 
Loughborough) | erington) 
Johnston, William (Belfast, South) | Leigh-Bennett, Henry C.(Surrey,Chertsey ) 
Johnstone, John Heywood (Sussex, | Leighton, Stanley (Shropshire, Oswestry) 
siordhatm) | Leng, Sir John (Dundee) 


i ae — os ait x ; 
Joicey, Sir James, Bt. (Durham, Chester Leuty, Thomas R. (Leeds, East) 


a Sawin, Selim Slecbert (Flint Borough 
ON Shes Blas: Riylecn een, ne at Doce) 


Wells) Llewellyn, Evan Henry (Somerset, North) 
Jones, David Brynmor (Swansea District) etsy Sir J. T. Dillwyn-, Bt. (Swansea 
; own) 


Jones, William (Carnarvon, Arfon) 


Lloyd-George, David (Carnarvon, etc.) 
Jordan, Jeremiah (Fermanagh, South) 1 nat : 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. Amelius (Essex, 
K Epping) 


» . == Loder, Gerald W. E. (Brighton) 
KayShuttleworth, Rt. Hon. Sir U., Bt. Logan, John William (Leicester, Har- 


(Lancashire, Clitheroe) A ’ 
2 . borough) 
Kearley, Hudson E. (Devonport) Long, Col. Charles W. (Worcestershire, 
Kemp, George (Lancashire, Heywood) Evesham) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H., Bt. | Long, Rt. Hon. Walter H. (Liverpool, 
(Devon, Honiton) West Derby) 


Lopes, Henry Y. Buller (Grantham) 

Lorne, Rt. Hon. Marquess of (Man- 
chester, S.) 

Lough, Thomas (Islington, W.) 


Kenyon, James (Bury, Lancashire) 

Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Wm. (Shropshire, 
Newport) 

Keswick, William (Surrey, Epsom) 


Kilbride, Denis (Galway, N.) Lowe, Francis W. (Birmingham, Edgbas 


ss : ton) 

Kimber, Henry (Wandsworth) Lowles, John (Shoreditch, Haggerston) 

King, Sir H. Seymour (Hull, Central) . iat 
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: jo ‘ Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir J., Bt. (London 
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Macaleese, Daniel (Monaghan, North) 
Macartney, W. Ellison (Antrim, South) 


Macdona, J. Cumming (Southwark, 
Rotherhithe) 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark <A. (Queen’s 


County, Leix) 
Maclver, David (Liverpool, Kirkdale) 
Maclean, James M. (Cardiff) 
Maclure, Sir John W., Bt. (Lancashire, 
Stretford) 
MaeNeill, J. G. Swift (Donegal, South) 
McArthur, Charles (Liverpool, Exchange) 
McArthur, William A. (Cornwall, St. 
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McCalmont, Harry L. B. (Cambridge, 
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Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir Herbert E., Bt. 
(Wigton) 

Mellor, Col. John James (Lancashire, 
Radcliffe) 


Mellor, Rt. Hon. John W. (York, W.R., 
Sowerby) 





| Melville, Beresford Valentine (Stockport) 


Mendl, Sigismund, F. (Plymouth) 

Meysey-Thompson, Sir H., Bt. (Stafford, 
Handsworth) 

Middlemore, John T. (Birmingham, N.) 

Milbank, Sir Powlett C. J., Bt. (Radnor) 

Mildmay, Francis B. (Devon, Totnes) 

Milner, Sir Fred G., Bt. (Notts, Basset- 
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Milton, Viscount (Wakefield) 

Milward, Col. Victor (Warwick, Stratford- 
upon-Avon) 

Minch, Matthew J. (Kildare, South) 
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McCrae, George (Edinburgh, East) 
McDermott, Patrick (Kilkenny, N. 
McEwan, William (Edinburgh, Central) 
M‘Ghee, Richard (Louth, South) 
M‘Hugh, Edward (Armagh, South) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim, North) 
Mel ver, Sir Lewis, Bt. (Edinburgh, West) 
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M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
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McLeod, John (Sutherland) 
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Montagu, Sir Saml., Bt. (Tower Hamlets, 
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| Moon, Edward Robert P. (St. Pancras, 
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| Moore, Arthur J. (Londonderry) 

| Moore, William (Antrim, North) 


More, Robert Jasper (Shropshire, Lud- 
low) 


Maddison, Frederick (Shefiield, Bright-| Morgan, Col. Hon. Fred. C. (Monmouth- 


side) 

Maden, John Henry (Lancashire, Rossen- 
dale) 

Malcolm, Ian (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 

Mandeville, Francis (Tipperary, South) 

Manners, Lord Edward William (Leicester- 
shire, Melton) 

Maple, Sir J. Blundell, Bt. (Camberwell, 
Dulwich) 

Mappin, Sir Frederick T., Bt. (York, 
W.R., Hallamshire) 

Marks, Harry H. (Tower Hamlets, St. 
George’s) 

Martin, Richard Biddulph (Worcester, 
Droitwich) 

Massey-Mainwaring, Hon. W. F. B. (Fins- 
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Morgan, John Lloyd (Carmarthen, West) 
Morgan, W. Pritchard (Merthyr Tydvil) 


Morley, Charles (Brecknock) 


| Morley, Rt. Hon. John (Montrose, ete.) 


Morrell, George Herbert (Oxon, Wood- 
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Morris, Samuel (Kilkenny, South) 

Morrison, Walter (York, W.R., Skipton) 

Morton, Arthur H. A. (Deptford) 

Morton, Edward J. C. (Devonport) 
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Moulton, John Fletcher (Cornwall, 
Launceston) 

| Mount, William G. (Berks, Newbury) 
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Murnaghan, George (Tyrone, Mid.) Pender, Sir James, Bt. (Northants, Mid) 
Murray, Rt. Hon Andrew Graham | Penn, John (Lewisham) 
(Buteshire) Perey, Earl (Kensington, South) 
Murray, Charles James (Coventry) | Perks, Robert W. (Lincolnshire, Louth) 
Murray, Col. C. Wyndham (Bath) Philipps, John W. (Pembroke) 
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Norton, Capt. Cecil W. (Newington, | Newton) 

West) Pinkerton, John (Galway) 
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Sassoon, Sir Edward, Bt. (Hythe) 
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Smith, Hon. W. Fred. D. (Strand, West- 
minster) 

Soames, Arthur W. (Norfolk, South) 

Souttar, Robinson (Dumfriesshire) 

Ernest (West Bromwich) 

Spicer, Albert (Monmouth Boroughs) 

' Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. (Burnley) 

| Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Lancashire, Orms- 


kirk) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset, Bridg- 
water) 


| Stanley, Sir Henry M. (Lambeth, N.) 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes., Westhoughton) 

Steadman, William C. (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney) 

| Stephens, Henry 
Hornsey) 

| Stevenson, Francis 8. (Suffolk, Eye) 

Sir Mark J. McTaggart, Bt. 
(Kirkcudbright) 

Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M., 
gow, College) 


Charles © (Middlesex, 


Bt. (Glas- 


Stock, James Henry (Liverpool, Walton) 
| Stone, SirJohn Benjamin (Birmingham, E.) 
| Strachey, Edward (Somerset, South) 
Strauss, Arthur (Cornwall, Camborne) 


Hon. Charles Hedley (Essex, 
Maldon) 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch, Hoxton) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphrey N. (Dorset, East) 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath, South) 

Sullivan, Timothy D. (Donegal, West) 


| Sutherland, Sir T. (Greenock) 











XxXviii 


= 


Talbot, Rt. Hon. John G. (Oxford Uni- 


versity) 


ALPHABETICAL LIST OF MEMBERS. 


| Wentworth, B. C. Vernon- (Brighton) 
| Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd (York, W.R., 
_ Ripon) 


Talbot, Lord Edmund (Sussex, Chichester) | Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Tanner, Charles K. Deane (Cork Co. } Whiteley, Herbert (Ashton-under-Lyne) 


Mid) 
Tennant, Harold John (Berwickshire) 
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ENGLAND—COUNTIES (234 Members). 








BEDFORDSHIRE (2) 
North, or Biggleswade 
South, or Luton 


BERKSHIRE (3) 
East, or Wokingham 
North, or Abingdon 
South, or Newbury 


BUCKINGHAMSHIRE (3) 
Mid, or Aylesbury... 
North, or Buckingham 
South, or Wycombe 


CAMBRIDGESHIRE (3) 
East, or Newmarket 
North, or Wisbech... 
West, or Chesterton 


CHESHIRE (8) 
Altrinsham 
Crewe : 
Eddisbury ... 
Hyde -" 
Knutsford ... 
Macclesfield 
Northwich ... 
Wirral 


CoRNWALL (6) 
Mid, or St. Austell 
North-East, or Launceston 
North-West, or Camborne 
South-East, or Bodmin 
Truro vats ae 
West, or St. Ives ... 


Compton, Lord Alwyne. 
Ashton, 'T. Gair. 


Young, Capt. Oliver. 
Loyd, A. kK. 
Mount, W. G. 


Rothschild, Hon. L. W. 
Carlile, W. W. 


Curzon, Viscount. 


M ‘Calmont, H. L. B. 
Giles, C. T. 
Greene, W. R. 


Disraeli, Coningsby R. 
Ward, Hon. R. A. 
Tollemache, H. J. 
Sidebotham, J. W. 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton. 
Davenport, W. B. 

Brunner, Sir J. T. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 


M ‘Arthur, W. A. 
Moulton, J. F. 

Strauss, A. 

Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Lawrence, Sir E., Bt. 


Bolitho, T. B. 
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CUMBERLAND (4) 
Cockermouth 
Mid, or Penrith 
North,or Eskdale ... 
West, or Egremont 


DERBYSHIRE (7) 
Chesterfield 
High Peak ... 
Ilkeston 
Mid... we, 
North-East... 
South 
West 


DEVONSHIRE (8) 
East, or Honiton 
Mid, or Ashburton... 
North-East, or Tiverton 
North, or South Molton 
North-West, or Barnstaple 
South, or Totnes ¥ 
Torquay fs 
West, or Tavistock — 


DORSETSHIRE (4) 
Fast 
North 
South 
West 


DvurnamM (8) 
Barnard Castle 
Bishop Auckland ... 
Chester-le-Street 
Houghton-le-Spring 
Jarrow Me 
Mid... 
North-West 
South-East ... 


‘es, or Maldon 

Mid, or Chelmsford 
North-East, or Harwich 
North, or Saffron Walden 
South-East .. : 

South, or Romford 
South-West, or W althamstow 
West, or Epping 


GLOUCESTERSHIRE (5) 
East, or Cirencester 
Forest of Dean 
Mid, or Stroud 
North, or Tewkesbury 
South, or Thornbury 

HAMPSHIRE (5° 

East, or Petersfield 

New Forest 
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Lawson, Sir Wilfrid, Bt. 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. W. 
Allison, R. A. 
Duncombe, Hon. H. V. 


Bayley, Thomas. 
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Bolton, T. D. 

Gretton, J. 

Cavendish, Victor C. W. 


Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H., Bt 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Walrond, Col. Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Lambert, G. 

Gull, Sir W. Cameron, Bt. 
Mildmay, F. Bingham. 

Philpotts, Captain A. 5. 

Luttrell, H. C. F. 


Sturt, Hon. H. N 
Digby, J. K. W. 
Brymer, W. F. 
Williams, Col. R. 


Pease, Sir Joseph W., Bt 
Paulton, J. M. 

Joicey, Sir James, Bt. 
Cameron, Robert. 
Palmer, Sir C. Mark, Bt. 
Wilson, John. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Richardson, Joseph. 


Strutt, Hon. C. H. 
Usborne, T. 
Round, J. 

Gold, C. 

Rasch, Major F. C. 
Sinclair, Louis. 
Woods, Samuel. 


Lockwood. Lt.-Col. A. R. M. 


Bathurst. Hon. A. B. 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir C. W., Bt 
Cripps, C. A. 

Dorington, Sir J. E., Bt. 
Colston, C. E. H. A. 


Nicholson, W. G. 
Montague, Hon. J. W. E. D. Scott. 
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North, or Basingstoke 
South, or Fareham... 
West, or Andover ... 


HEREFORDSHIRE (2) 
North, or Leominster 
South, or Ross... aaa 


HERTFORDSHIRE (4) 
East, or Hertford ... 
Mid, or St. Albans... 
North, or Hitchin ... 
West, or Watford ... 


HUNTINGDONSHIRE (2) 
North, or Ramsey ... 
South, or Huntingdon 


IsLE oF WIGHT (1) 


KENT (8) 
East, or St. Augustine’s 
Isle of Thanet or 
Mid, or Medway ... 
North-East, or Faversham 
North-West, or Dartford ... 
South, or Ashford ... 
South-West, or Tunbridge 
West, or Sevenoaks 


LANCASHIRE, NORTH (4) 
Blackpool ... 
Chorley 
Lancaster 
North Lonsdale 


LANCASHIRE, NORTH-EAST (4) 
Accrington... 
Clitheroe 
Darwen 
Rossendale ... 


LANCASHIRE, SOUTH-EasT (8) 
Eccles ; <a oe 
Gorton 
Heywood 
Middleton ... 

Prestwich sis sa 
Radclitfe-cum-Farnworth ... 

Stretford 

Westhoughton 


LANCASHIRE, SOUTH-WEST (7) 
Bootle im ; 
Ince... 

Leigh 
Newton 
Ormskirk 
Southport... 
Widnes 
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Jeffreys, A. F. 
Fitz Wygram, Gen. Sir F. W. Bt. 
Beach, W. W. Bramston. 


Rankin, Sir Jas., Bart. 
Biddulph, Michael. 


Cecil, Evelyn. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary. 
Hudson, G. B. 


Halsey, T. F. 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Barry, Rt. Hon. A. H. Smith-. 


Webster, Sir R. E. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers-. 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James. 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. 

Barnes, F. Gorell. 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart, Bt. 
Hardy, Laurence. 

Boscawen A. Griffith-. 

Forster, H. W. 


Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W., Bt. 
Balearres, Lord. 

Fcster, Col. W. H. 

Cavendish, Richd. F. 


Leese, Sir J. F. 

Kay-Shuttleworth. Rt. Hon. Sir U.J. 
Rutherford, John. 

Maden, J. H. 


Clare, O. L. 

Hatch, E. F. G. 

Kemp, G. 

Duckworth, J. 

Cawley, F. 

Mellor, Col. J. J. 
Maclure, Sir J. W., Bt. 
Stanley, Lord. 


Sandys, Col. T. M. 

Blundell, Col. H. B. Hollinshed. 
Scott, C. P. 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. R. , 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur. 
Pilkington, Sir G. A. 

Gilhiat, J. S. 
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LEICESTERSHIRE (4) 
East, or Melton 
Mid, or Loughborough 
South, or Harborough 
West, or Bosworth 


LINCOLNSHIRE (7) 
East Lindsey, or Louth 
Holland, or Spalding 
North Kesteven, or Sleaford 
North Lindsey, or Brigg ... 
South Kesteven, or Stamford 
South Lindsey, or Horncastle 


West Lindsey, or Gainsborough ... 


MIDDLESEX (7) 
Brentford 
Ealing 
Enfield 
Harrow 
Hornsey 
Tottenham ... 
Uxbridge 


MONMOUTHSHIRE (3) 
North 
South 
West 


NORFOLK (6) 
East 
Mid... 
North ; 
North-West 
South 
South-West 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE (4) 
East ae 
Mid... 

North 
South 


NORTHUMBERLAND (4) 
Berwick-upon-T weed 
Hexham 
Tyneside 
Wansbeck .. 


NOTTINGHAMSHIRE (4) 
Bassetlaw ... 
Mansfield ... 
Newark 
Rushcliffe ... 

OXFORDSHIRE (3) 

Mid, or Woodstock 
North,.or Banbury 
South, or Henley ... 


RUTLAND (1) 


Manners, Lord E. W. 
Ferguson, J. E. J. 
Logan, J. W. 
M‘Laren, C. B. B. 


Perks, R. W. 

Pollock, H. F. 

Chaplin, Rt. Hon. H, 
Reckitt, H. J. 

Younger, W. 

Willoughby de Eresby, Lord. 
Bainbridge, Emerson. 


Bigwood, J. 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord George. 
Bowles, Captain H. F. 

Cox, J. E. Bainbridge. 

Stephens, H. C. 

Howard, J. 

Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D., Bt. 


M‘Kenna, R. 
Morgan, Col. Hon. F. C. 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Vernon. 


Price, R. J. 
Wilson, F. W. 
Gurdon, Sir W. B. 
Arch, Joseph 
Soames, A. W. 


Hare, T. L. 


Channing, F. A. 

Pender, Sir James, Bt. 
Monckton, E. P. 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S. 


Grey, Sir Edward, Bt. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Pease, J. A. 

Fenwick, C. 


Milner, Sir F. G., Bt. 
Williams, J. Carvell. 
Newark, Viscount. 


Ellis, J. E. 


Morrell, G. H. 
Brassey, Albert. 
Hermon-Hodge, R. T. 


Finch, G. H. 
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LIST OF 


SHROPSHIRE (4) 
Mid, or Wellington 
North, or Newport 
South, or Ludlow ... 
West, or Oswestry... 


SOMERSETSHIRE (7) 
Bridgwater... 
East 
Frome 
North 
South 
Wells 
West, or W ellington 


STAFFORSHIRE (7) 
3urton 
Handsworth 
Kingswinford 
Leek 
Lichfield 
North-West 
West 


SUFFOLK (5) 
North-East, or Eye 
North, or Lowestoft 
North-West, or Stowmarket 
South-East, or Woodbridge 
South, or Sudbury 


SURREY (6) 
Kingston 
Mid, or Epsom... 
North -East, or W imbledon _ 
North-West, or Chertsey ... 
South-East, or Reigate 
South-West, or Guildford 


SUSSEX (6) 
Kast, or Rye 
Mid, or Lewes 
North, or East Grinstead .. 
North- West, or Horsham ... 
South, or Eastbourne 
South-West, or Chichester 


WARWICKSHIRE (4) 
North-East, or Nuneaton ... 
North, or Tamworth 
South- ‘East, or Rugby 


South-W est, or Stratford-on-Avon 


WESTMORELAND (2) 
North, or Appleby 
South, or Kendal ... 


WILTSHIRE (5) 
East, or Devizes 
North, or Cricklade 
North-W est, or Teaatanle 
South, or Wilton ... 
West, or Westbury 


CONSTITUENCIES. xliii 


Brown, A. H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. 
More, R. J. 

Leighton, Stanley. 


Stanley, E. J. 

Hobhouse, Henry. 

Barlow, J. E. 

Llewellyn, Evan H. 
Strachey, E. 

Joliffe, Hon. H. G. Hylton. 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 


Evershed, Sydney. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H., Bt. 
Hill, Rt. Hon. A. Staveley. 
Bill, Charles. 

Warner, T. Courtenay T. 
Heath, James. 

Henderson, Alexander. 


Stevenson, F. 8. 

Foster, H. Seymour. 
Malcolm, Ian. 

Pretyman, Capt. E. G. 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert, Bart. 


Skewes-Cox, T. 

Keswick, W. 

Bonsor, H. C. O. 
Leigh-Bennett, H. C. 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry. 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John. 


Brookfield, A. M. 
Fletcher, Sir Hy., Bt. 
Goschen, G. J., jun. 
Johnstone, J. H. 
Field, Admiral E. 
Talbot, Lord Edward. 


Newdigate, F. A. 
Muntz, P. A. 
Verney, Hon. R. G. 
Milward, Col. Victor. 


Savory, Sir Joseph, Bt. 
Bagot, Capt. J. F. 


Goulding, E. A. 

Fitzmaurice, Lord E. G. Petty- 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P., Bt. 
Folkestone, Viscount. 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 











xliv LIST OF 


WORCESTERSHIRE (5) 
East i avs 
Mid, or Droitwich... 
North ee 
South, or Evesham... 
West, or Bewdley ... 


YORKSHIRE, East RipinG (3) 
Buckrose 36 
Holderness... 
Howdenshire 


YORKSHIRE, NORTH RIDING (4) 
Cleveland ... ; 
Richmond ... ee 
Thirsk and Malton... 

Whitby 

YORKSHIRE, WEST RipinG (N.) (5) 
Elland : 
Keighley 
Shipley 
Skipton 
Sowerby 


YORKSHIRE, West Rip1na (S.) (8) 
3arnsley oe sats 
Colne Valley 
Doncaster ... 
Hallamshire 
Holmfirth ... 
Morley 
Normanton 
Rotherham... 


YORKSHIRE, West Ripina (E.) (6) 
Barkston Ash ; 
Osgoldcross 
Otley 
Pudsey 
Ripon i 
Spen Valley 


CONSTITUENCIES. 


Chamberlain, J. Austen. 
Martin, R. Biddulph. 
Wilson, J. W. 

Long, Col. C. Wigram. 
Baldwin, Alfred. 


Holden, Sir Angus, Bt. 
Bethell, Commander G. R. 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. 


Pease, A. E. 
Hutton, John. 
Lawson, J. Grant. 
Beckett, E. W. 


Trevelyan, C. P. 

Brigg, John. 

Flannery, Sir J. Fortescue. 
Morrison, Walter. 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. J. W. 


Walton, Joseph. 
Kitson, Sir J. B., Bt. 
Fison, F. W. 

Mappin, Sir F. T., Bt. 
Wilson, H. J. 
Hutton, A. E. 
Pickard, B. 

Holland, H. W. 


Gunter, Col. R. 
Austin, Sir John, Bt. 
Wyvill, M. D’Arcy. 


Priestley, Briggs. 


Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd. 


Whittaker, T. P. 





ENGLAND--METROPOLITAN BOROUGHS (62 Members). 


BATTERSEA AND CLAPHAM (2) 
Battersea a a 
Clapham 


BETHNAL GREEN (2) 
North-East... 
South-West 

CAMBERWELL (3) 
Dulwich 


North 
Peckham 


CHELSEA (1) 


Burns, John. 
Thornton, Percy M. 


Shownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Pickersgill, E. H. 


Maple, Sir J. blundell. 
Dalbiac, Major P. H. 
Banbury, F. G. 


Whitmore, C. A. 
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LIST OF 

Croypon (1) 
DeEpTrorD (1) 
FINSBURY (3) 

Central 

fast 

Holborn 
FULHAM (1) 
GREENWICH (1)... 


HACKNEY (3) 
Central 
North 
South 


HAMMERSMITH (1) 
HAMPSTEAD (1)... 


ISLINGTON (4) 
East 
North 
South 
West 


KENSINGTON (2) 
North 
South 


LAMBETH (4) 
3rixton 
Kennington 
North 
Norwood 


LEWISHAM (1) ... 
LONDON, CIty (2) 


MARYLEBONE (2) 
East... 
West 


NEWINGTON (2) 
Walworth ... 
West 


PADDINGTON (2) 
North 
South 


St. GEORGE'S, HANOVER SQUARE (1)... 


Sr. PANCRAS () 
East ce 
North 
South 
West 


SHOREDITCH (2) 
Haggerston 
Hoxton 


CONSTITUENCIES. xlv 


Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Morton, A. H. A. 


Massey-Mainwaring, Hon. W. F. B. 
Richards, H. C. 

Hall, Rt Hon. Sir Charles. 

Fisher, W. Hayes 


Cecil, Lord Hugh. 


Scoble, Sir Andrew R. 
Bousfield, W. R. 

Robertson, Herbert 
Goldsworthy, Major-Gen. W. T. 


Hoare, E. Brodie. 


Cohen, B. L. 

Bartley, G. C. T. 
Rollit, Sir A. K. 
Lough, Thomas. 


Sharpe, W. E. T. 
Percy, Earl. 


Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn. 
Cook, F. L. 

Stanley, Sir Henry M. 
Tritton, C. E. 


Penn, John 


(Hanson, Sir Reginald, Bt. 


* (Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 


Boulnois, Edmund 
Scott, Sir S. E., Bt. 


Bailey, Jas. 
Norton, Capt. C. W. 


Aird, John. 
Fardell, Sir T. G. 


Goschen, Rt. Hon. G. J. 


Wrighton, Thos. 
Moon, E. R. P. 
Jessel, Capt. H. M. 
Graham, H. R. 


Lowles, John. 
Stuart, Jas. 
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SOUTHWARK (3) 
Bermondsey 
Rotherhithe 
West 


STRAND (1) 


TowER HAMLETS (7) 


Bow and Bromley ... 


Limehouse ... 
Mile End 
Poplar 

St. George’s 
Stepney... 
Whitechapel 


WANDSWORTH (1) 
West Ham (2) 
North 
South 
WESTMINSTER (1) 


WooLwIcH (1)... 


ENGLAND—PROVINCIAL CITIES AND BOROUGHS (164 Members). 


ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE (1) 


AsTON MANOR (1) 


BARROW-IN-FURNESS (1). 


BaTH, City (2) ... 


BEDFORD (1) 
BIRKENHEAD (1) 


BIRMINGHAM, CITY (7) 
Bordesley ... 
Central 
East 
Edgbaston ... 
North 
South 
West 


BLACKBURN (2)... 


BoLTON (2) 


Boston (1) 


BRADFORD, CiTy (3) 
Central 
East 
West 


BRIGHTON (2) 


LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


Lafone, Alfred. 
Macdona, J. Cumming. 
Causton, R. K. 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. 


Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Samuel, Harry 8. 
Charrington, Spencer. 
Buxton, Sydney C. 
Marks, Harry H. 
Steadman, W. C. 
Montagu, Sir Samuel, Bt. 


Kimber, Hy. 

Gray, Ernest. 

Banes, Major G. E. 
Burdett-Coutts, W. Ashmead B. 
Hughes, Col. Edwin. 








Whiteley, H. 

Hutchinson, Capt. G. W. Grice- 
Cayzer, Sir C. W. 
{ Murray, Col. C. Wyndham. 


*** | Wodehouse, Rt. Hon. E. R. 


Pym, C. Guy. 
Lees, Sir Elliott, Bt. 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse. 
Parkes, Ebenezer. 

Stone, Sir J. Benjamin. 

Lowe, F. W. 

Middlemore, J. T. 

Williams, J. Powell-. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. Joseph. 


(Hornby, Sir W. H., Bt. 


* \ Coddington, Sir W., Bt. 


(Cross, H. 8. 


’ \ Harwood, G. 


Garfit, W. 


Wanklyn, J. L. 
Greville, Capt. Hon. R. H. Fulke. 
Flower, Ernest. 


f Loder, Gerald W. E. 


‘ | Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon-. 
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BrisTou, City (4) 
East ids 
North 
South 
West 


BURNLEY (1) 
Bury (1) 
Bury St. Epmunps (1) 


CAMBRIDGE (1) ... 


CANTERBURY, City (1)... 


CARLISLE, City (1) 
CHATHAM (1) 
CHELTENHAM (1) 
CHESTER, City (1) 
CHRISTCHURCH (1) 
COLCHESTER (1) 
COVENTRY (1) 


DARLINGTON (1) 


DErpy (2) 


DEVONPORT (2)... 
Dewsegvry (1) ... 
Dover (1) 
DupDtey (1) 
DurHaw, City (1) 
EXETER, City (1) 


GATESHEAD (1) ... 


GLOUCESTER, CITY (1) ... 


GRANTHAM (1) ... 
GRAVESEND (1) ... 
GRIMSBY, GREAT (1) 
HALIFAX (2) 
HANLEy (1) 
HARTLEPOOL (1) 

- HASTINGS (1) 


HEREFORD, City (1) 


HUDDERSFIELD (1) 


CONSTITUENCIES. 





xl vii 


Wills, Sir W. H., Bt. 

Fry, Lewis. 

Hill, Sir E. Stock. 

Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. H. 


Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Kenyon, Jas. 

Chelsea, Visct. 

FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose-, Bt. 
Heaton, J. Henniker. 

Gully, Rt. Hon. W. C. (SPEAKER). 
Davies, Sir Horatio D. 

Russell, Gen. F. S. 

Yerburgh, R. A. 

Smith, Abel H. 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D., Bt. 
Murray, C. J. 

Pease, Herbt. P. 


{ Bemrose, Sir H. H. 


‘ (Drage, Geoffrey. 


{Kearley, H. E. 


‘ (Morton, E. J. C. 


Oldroyd, Mark. 
Wyndham, George. 
Robinson, Brooke. 

Elliot, Hon. Arthur R. D. 
Northcote, Hon. Sir Stafford, Bt. 
Allan, William. 

Monk, C. J. 

Lopes, H. Y. Buller. 
Ryder, J. H. Dudley. 
Doughty, G. 

f Arnold, Alfred. 


‘** \ Billson, Alfred. 


Woodall, William. 
Richardson, Sir T. 
Lucas-Shadwell, W. 
Cooke, C. W. Radcliffe. 
Woodhouse, Sir J. T. 








xlviii LIST OF 


Ht, City (3) 
Central 
East... 
West 


HYTHE (1) 
IpswIcH (2) 
KIDDERMINSTER (1) 


LrEeEDs, City (5) 
Central 
East... 
North 
South 
West 


LEICESTER (2) 
LINCOLN, City (1) 


LIVERPOOL, CiTy (9) 
Abercromby 
East Toxteth 
Everton 
Exchange 
Kirkdale 
Scotland 
Walton 
West Derby 
West Toxteth 

Lynn Reais (1) 

MAIDSTONE (1) ... 

MANCHESTER, City (6) 
East 
North 
North-East... 
North-West 
South 
South-West 


MIDDLESBROUGH (1) 
Monmovutu District (1) 
Morpetu (1) 


NEWCASTLE-UNDER-LYME (1) ... 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE, City (2) —-- 


NORTHAMPTON (2) 


Norwicu, City (2) 


CONSTITUENCIES. 


King, Sir H. Seymour. 
Firbank, J. T. 
Wilson, C. H. 


Sassoon, Sir Edward, Bt. 


{ Goddard, D. F. 
* \Dalrymple, Sir Chas., Bt. 


Godson, Sir Augustus F. 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. 
Leuty, T. R. 

Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. L. 
Walton, John Lawson 


Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert J. 


{ Broadhurst, Henry. 
* \ Hazell, Walter. 


Seely, C. H. 


Lawrence, W. F. 
Warr, A. F. 

Wilcox, Sir J. A. 
M‘Arthur, Charles. 
Maclver, David. 
O'Connor, T. P. 
Stock, J. H. 

Long, Rt. Hon. W. H. 
Houston, R. P. 


Bowles, T. Gibson. 


Cornwallis, F. S$. Wykeham. 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. 
Schwann, C. E. 


Fergusson, Rt. Hon. Sir J., Bt. 


Houldsworth, Sir W. H., Bt. 
Lorne, Rt. Hon. Marquess of- 
Galloway, W. J. 


Wilson, J. Havelock. 
Spicer, Albert. 
Burt, Thomas. 


Allen, Wm. 


(Hamond, Sir C. F. 
= ** \Cruddas, W. D. 


{Labouchere, Henry. 

\ Drucker, G. C. A. 

f Hoare, Sir Samuel, Bt. 
\ Bullard, Sir Harry. 
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NOTTINGHAM, City (3) 
East... is eve 
South 
West 


OLDHAM (2) 
OxForD, City (1) 
PENRYN AND FALMOUTH (1) ... 
PETERBOROUGH, City (1) 
PLYMOUTH (2) ... 
PONTEFRACT (1)... 
PORTSMOUTH (2) 
PRESTON (2) 
READING (1) 
RocHDALE (1) 
RocHESTER, City (1) 
Sr. HELENS (1) ... 
SALFORD (3) 

North 


South 
West 
SALISBURY, City (1) 
SCARBOROUGH (1) 
SHEFFIELD, City (5) 
Attercliffe ... 
Brightside Neo 
Central 
Eeclesall 
Hallam 


SHREWSBURY (1) 
SOUTHAMPTON (2) 


SouTH SHIELDS (1) 
SrarrorD (1) 


STALYBRIDGE (1) 
_ STOCKPORT (2) ... 4° 


STOCKTON (1) 


STOKE-UPON-TRENT (1)... 


SUNDERLAND (2) 


VOL. LXXVII. [FourtH SERIEs.| 





LIST OF CON STITUENCIES. 


Bond, Edward. 
Bentinck, Lord H. 
Yoxall, J. H. 


(Emmott, Alfred. 
\ Runciman, Walter. 


Valentia, Viscount. 
Horniman, F. J. 
Purvis, Robert. 


(Clarke, Sir Edward. 
\ Mend], Sigismund F. 


Nussey, T. Willans. 


{ Baker, Sir John. 
(Clough, W. O. 


(Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W, 
\ Tomlinson, W. E. M. 


Palmer, G. W. 
Rtoyds, C. M. 
Cranborne, Viscount. 
Seton-Karr, Henry. 
Platt-Higgins, F. 
Howarth, Sir H. H. 
Knowles, Lees. 
Allhusen, A. H. E. 
Rickett, J. Compton. 
Langley, Batty. 
Maddison, F. 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard. 


Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart-. 


Greene, H. D. 


jSimeon, Sir J. 8. Barrington, Bt. 
(Evans, Sir Francis H. 


Robson, WLS. 
Shaw, C. FE. 
Sidebottom, T. H. 


{ Whiteley, George. 
| Melville, B. V. 


Samuel, Jonathan. 
Coghill, D, H. 


{ Doxford, W. T. 
(Gourley, Sir E. T. 














1 LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 
TAUNTON (1) Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. , 
TYNEMOUTH (1)... Donkin, R. S. p 
WAKEFIELD, City (1) ... Milton, Viscount. R 
WALSALL (1)... ies pis a ... Gedge, Sydney. 
WARRINGTON (1) Pierpoint, Robert. 
WARWICK AND LEAMINGTON (1) Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred. 
WEDNESBURY (1) Green, W. D. C. 
West BromwicH (1) ... Spencer, J. Ernest. C. 
WHITEHAVEN (1) Helder, Augustus. CA 
WIGAN (1) Powell, Sir F. S., Bt. D1 
Wincuester, City (1)... Myers, W. H. Fr 
WINDsor (1) Barry, Sir F. T., Bt. Mn 
WOLVERHAMPTON (3) 

East Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir H. H. Mc 

South Gibbons, J. L. 

West Hickman, Sir Alfred. PE 
Worcester, City (1)... Allsopp, Hon. G. H. Sw 
YARMOUTH, GREAT (1) Colomb, Sir John. 
nome, Carry (3) (a aa as as, bee Charles... 

ABF 


WALES—COUNTIES (19 Members). 


ANGLESEY (1)... oe or at .... Griffiths, Ellis J. 
ARG 


Morley, Charles. 


BreECKNOCKSHIRE (1) 
CARDIGANSHIRE (1) Davies, M. Vaughan. AYR 
CARMARTHENSHIRE (2) 
East si Eee ” ne .... Thomas, Abel. ane 
West a ‘ite cae a ... Morgan, J. Lloyd. wai 
BER\ 


CARNARVONSHIRE (2) 
North or Arfon —... ie ss .... Jones, William. BUTE 
Roberts, J. Bryn. 


South or Eifion 
CAITI 
DENBIGHSHIRE (2) 
East oe te aa x ... Moss, Samuel. CLAC 
West st aie ex Sh ... Roberts, J. H. Dum 
FLINTSUIRE (1) ... Smith, Samuel. DuME 
GLAMORGANSHIRE (5) EK 
- \ = {DIN 
East oh vk i a ... Thomas, Alfred. a 
Mid... a ie ¥* ay. ... Evans, S. T. ELGIN 
Rhondda Abraham, William.. at 
South * ie 5 ie ... Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H- PIPES! 
West, or Gower... she ae ... Randell, David. = 
MERIONETHSHIRE (1)... Bi be ... Edwards, O. M. , 
FORFA 











LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. li 
MONTGOMERYSHIRE (1) Ke fs ... Humphreys-Owen, A. C. 
PEMBROKESHIRE (1)... it ee ... Philipps, J. Wynford. 
XADNORSHIRE (1) a i ses ... Milbank, Sir P. C. J., Bt. 


WALES—BOROUGHS (11 Members). 





Carpirr District (1)... 0b ei ..» Maclean, J. M. 
CARMARTHEN District (1)... si ... Jenkins, Sir J. J. 
CARNARVON District (1)... ses ... Lloyd-George, David. 
DenpicH District (1) As bak ... Howell, W. T. 

Fuint Dstrict (1)... es as ... Lewis, J. H. 

MERTHYR TyDvIL (2) ... ties ~ aes Groen © aad 
MontTcoMery District (1) ... ia ... Pryce Jones, Lieut.-Col. FE. 


PEMBROKE AND HAVERFORDWEST District (1) Laurie, Lieut.-Col. J. W. 
SWANSEA (2) 

District... ie ssi ms ... Jones, D. Brynmor. 

Town es #8 ne as ... Llewellyn, Sir J. T. Dillwyn-, Br. 





SCOTLAND—COUNTIES (39 Members). 


ABERDEENSHIRE (2) 


fast ies ss vee - ..- Buchanan, T. R. 

West ots vik wai i ... Farquharson, Dr. R. 
ARGYLLSHIRE (1) ee st oi ... Nicol, Donald N. 

AYRSHIRE (2) 

North we se ods a? .... Cochrane, Hon. T. H. 

South sax ae ae — ... Arrol, Sir William. 
BANFFSHIRE (1) a Ss ae .... Wedderburn, Sir W., Bt. 
BERWICKSHIRE (1) sic ae os ... Tennant, H. J. 

BUTESHIRE (1) ... i i ae ... Murray, Rt. Hon. A. Graham. 
CAITHNESS-SHIRE (1)... sas wnt ... Clark, Dr. G. B. 
CLACKMANNAN AND KINROsSS (1)... ... Balfour, Rt. Hon. J. B. 
DUMBARTONSHIRE (1) ... Sn es ... Wylie, Alexander. 
DUMFRIESSHIRE (1) _... wn yi ... Souttar, Robinson. 
EDINBURGH (MIDLOTHIAN) (1) sis ... Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson-. 
ELGIN AND NAIRN (1) ... es au .... Gordon, Hon. J. E. 
FIFESHIRE (2) 

East ids je A, ig ... Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 

West <3 he Shs sn ... Birrell, Augustine. 
FORFARSHIRE (1) ee ve wert ..e Sinclair, Capt. J. 








lii LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


HADPINGTONSHIRE (1) ... fas me .... Haldane, R. B. 
INVERNESS-SHIRE (1)... sme ass ... Baillie, J. E. B. 
KINCARDINESHIRE (1) ... ti sa ... Crombie, J. W. 
KIRKCUDBRIGHTSHIRE (1) ee at ... Stewart, Sir Mark J. McT., Be. 
LANARKSHIRE (6) 

Govan fe ak a5 ... Wilson, John. 

Mid i _ ro ue. ... Caldwell, J. 

North-East ... a 3 ae ... Colville, J. 

North-West et us Bee ... Douglas, C. M. 

Partick... if sa oe ... Smith, J. Parker. 

South ea ae se es .... Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
LINLITHGOWSHIRE (1) ... ie a ... Ure, Alex. 
ORKNEY AND SHETLAND (1) ... ee ... Lyell, Sir Leonard, Bt. 
PEEBLES AND SELKIRK (1) _... ewe ... Thorburn, Walter. 
PERTHSHIRE (2) 

East ms : me is = .... Kinloch, Sir J. G.S., Bt. 

| -_ ea = ... Currie, Sir Donald. 
RENFREWSHIRE (2) 

East ae cee ¥ — ... Shaw-Stewart, M. H. 

West ats a ee ... Renshaw, C. B. 
Ross AND CROMARTY (1) * 2 i ... Weir, J. G. 
ROXBURGHSHIRE (1)... ae es ... Dalkeith, Earl of. 
STIRLINGSHIRE (1) —... ies ... MeKillop, J. 
SUTHERLANDSHIRE (1) ... aus es ... McLeod, John. 
WIGTONSHIRE (1) sate és a ..» Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E., Be. 


SCOTLAND—CITIES AND BURGHS (31 Members). 


ABERDEEN, City (2) 


North ms a is . See V. 

South so sé hs oe ... Bryee, Rt. Hon. James. 
Ayr District (1) BS. iss ... Orr-Ewing, C. L. 
DuMFRIES District (1) ae e ... Reid, Sir R. T. 


{ Robertson, Edmund. 


DUNDEE (2 * i 
(*) | Leng, Sir John. 


EDINBURGH, City (4) 
Central... ~ - ~~ ... McEwan, William. 
East Ss ee - ... MeCrae, George. 
South _ ; fe a6 ... Dewar, Arthur. 
West as és ... Melver, Sir Lewis, Bt. 
EvGin District (1)... oe as ... Asher, Alexander. 


FALKIRK District (1)... ” iain .- Wilson, John. 








LIST OF 


GLAsSGow, CiTy (7) 


Blackfriars and Tlutchesontown ... 


Bridgeton pos 
Camlachie ... 
Central 

College 
St. Rollox ... 
Tradeston ... 


(GREENOCK (1) 

Hawick District (1) ... 
INVERNESS District (1) 
KILMARNOCK District (1) 
KirnkCALDY District (1) 
Leitn District (1) 
MONTROSE District (1) 
PAISLEY (1) 

Pertu City (1) 

sr. ANDREW’s Distrrier (1) 
STIRLING District (1)... 


Wick District (1) 


CONSTITUENCIES. liii 


Provand, A. D. 

Cameron, Sir Chas., Bt. 
Cross, Alexander. 

Baird, J. G. A. 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Begg, J. Faithfull. 
Corbett, A. Cameron. 


Sutherland, Sir T. 
Shaw, Thomas. 

Finlay, Sir R. B. 
Denny, Col. J. MeA. 
Dalziel, J. H. 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro. 
Morley, Rt. Hon. J. 
Dunn, Sir Wm., Bt. 
Wallace, Robert. 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Campbell-Bannerman, Rt. Hn. Sir H. 


Hedderwick, T. C. H. 


IRELAND COUNTIES (85 Members). 


ANTRIM (4) 
Kast 
Mid... 
North 
South 


> 


ARMAGH COUNTY (3) 
Mid... 
North 
South 


Cartow Counvy (1) 


CAvAN (2) 
East 


West 
CLARE (2) 


Kast 
West 


Cork, County (7) 
Kast 
Mid... 
North 
North-East ... 
South 
Sout-Kast 
West 


McCalmont, Col. J. 
O’Neill, Hon. R. T. 
Moore, William. 
Macartney, W. G. E. 


Barton, D. P. 
Saunderson, Col. Rt. Hon. If. JJ. 
McHugh, Edward. 


Hammond, John. 


Young, Samuel. 
Farrell, J. P. 


tedmond, W. H. K. 
Jameson, Major J. E. 


Donelan, Captain A. J. C. 
Tanner, Dr. C. K. D. 
Flynn, J. C. 

Abraham, Wm. 

Barry, Edward. 
Commins, A. 

Gilhooly, J. 











liv LIST OF 


DONEGAL (4) 
East 
North 
South 
West 


Down (4) 
East 
North 
South 
West 


DuBLIN, County (2) 
North 
South 


FERMANAGH (2) 
North 
South 


GALWAY, County (4) 
Connemara... 
East 
North 
South 


KERRY (4) 
East 
North 
South 
West 


KILDARE (2) 
North 
South 


KILKENNY, County (2) 
North 
South 


KING’s County (2) 
Birr 
Tullamore 


LEITRIM (2) 
North 
South 


Limerick, County (2) 
East 
West 
LONDONDERRY, COUNTY (2) 
North 
South 
LONGFORD, COUNTY (2) 
North 
South 
Loutu (2) 
North 
South 


CONSTITUENCIES. 


O'Connor, Arthur. 
Curran, T. B. 
MacNeill, J. G. Swift. 
Sullivan, T. D. 


Rentoul, J. A. 
Blakiston-Houston, J. 
M ‘Cartan, Michael. 
Hill, Captain Arthur. 


Clancy, J. J. 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 


Archdale, E. M. 
Jordan, Jeremiah. 


O'Malley, William. 
Roche, John. 
Kilbride, Denis. 
Sheehy, David. 


Roche, Hon. J. B. Burke. 
’ 

Flavin, M. J. 

Farrell, T. J. 


Esmonde, Sir TI’. H. G., Et. 


Engledew, C. J. 
Minch, Matthew |. 


M‘Dermott, Patrick. 
Morris, Samuel. 


Molloy, B. C. 
Fox, Dr. J. F. 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
Tully, Jasper. 


Finucane, John. 
Austin, Michael. 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John. 
Lea, Sir Thomas, bt. 


M ‘Carthy, Justin. 
Blake, Edward. 


Healy, T. M. 
M‘Ghee, Richard. 





AY 


W 





Mayo (4) 


LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


East Dillon, John. 

North Crilly, Daniel. 

South Davitt, Michael. 

West Ambrose, Robert. 
MEATH (2) 

North Gibney, James. 

South Parnell, John H. 


MONAGHAN (2) 


North Macaleese, Daniel. 
South Daly, Jas. 

QUEEN’s County (2) 
Leix... MacDonnell, Dr. M. A. 
Ossory Crean, Eugene. 


ROSCOMMON (2) 
North 
South 


Siico, County (2) 


North Collery, Bernard. 

South Curran, Thomas. 
TIPPERARY (4) 

Kast Condon, T. J. 

Mid... Hogan, J. F. 

North O’Brien, P. J. 

South Mandeville, Francis. 
TYRONE (4) 

East Doogan, P. C. 

Mid... Murnaghan, George. 

North Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 

South Russell, T, W. 


WATERFORD, CoUNTY (2) 


O'Kelly, Jas. 
Hayden, J. P. 


Power, P. J, 


East 

West Shee, J. J. 
WESTMEATH (2) 

North Tuite, James. 

South Sullivan Donal. 
WexrorD (2) 

North Healy, Thos. J. 

South french, Peter. 


WICKLOW (2) 
Kast 


West 


Corbet, W. J. 
O'Connor, James. 





IRELAND—CITIES AND BOROUGHS (16 Members). 


Betrast, Crry (4) 


Kast Wolltf, G. W. 

North Haslett, Sir Jas. H. 
South Johnston, Wm. 

West Arnold-Forster, H. O. 








one eee (O’Brien, J. F. X. 
Cork, City (2)... ee si iu * Healy, Maurice. 











LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


lvi 
Dubin, Crry (4) 
College Green 
Dublin Harbour 
St. Patrick’s Re 
St. Stephen’s Green 


Carew, J. L. 
Harrington, T. 
Field, William. 
Campbell, J. H. M. 
Pinkerton, John. 
O’Brien, Patrick. 
O'Keefe, F. A. 
Moore, A. J. 
Carvill, P. G. H. 
Redmond, J. E. 


Gatway, Town (1) 
KILKENNY (1) ... 
Limerick, City (1) 
LONDONDERRY, Crry (1) 
Newry (1) 


WATERFORD (1) 


UNIVERSITIES (9 Members). 


ENGLAND: 
Dathciien Caleeweite (2 f Jebb, R. C. 
ambridge niversity (2)... — ges Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John, Bart. 
: ye ; f Anson, Sir W. R, Bart 
Oxfor raraity {?) ; = ’ ’ gig 
xf yrd [ nivel ity (2) ee ee se Talbot. Rt. Hon. J. Gq. 


London University (1) 


SCOTLAND : 
Edinburgh and St. Andrews Universities (1) Priestley, Sir W. O. 
Glasgow and Aberdeen Universities (1)... Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. A. 
IRELAND :— 
Duktin Univereity (2) a 7 f Carson, Rt. Hon. BE. H. 
rey s "1 Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 


SUMMARY. 
No. of 


ENGLAND Members. 
Counties... a yee ag8 ty oe re wet ~ gon 
Metropolitan Boroughs... ae mA a mae _ bee 62 
Provincial Cities and Boroughs 164 

— 460 

WALES 
Counties... Fos shu ma we ue ms =e = 19 
Boroughs oe aes =e ae fs ci ce} hos 1] 

mcs «| GO 

SCOTLAND 
Counties... _ she nai See = nv Nig a 39 
Cities and Burghs re me ion sa i ss an | 


IRELAND 


Counties ... Re Acs hg ts ae. me ne oe 85 
Cities and Boroughs _... ce ee = so x « 16 
—=— J0E 
UNIVERSITIES 
England ... oe sof a Be a ae 4 ai 5 
Scotland ... oy 
Ireland ... dee Das ae 53% an ee ae eo, 2 


Total number of Members es not me ae 670 
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TO 
VOLUME LXXVII. 


VOLUME OF THE AUTUMN SESSION 1899. 


LORDS: TUESDAY, 171Tn OCTOBER 1899. 
HE SIXTH SESSION or tHe FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT or HER 
MAJESTY THE QUEEN, and the TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT of 
the UNITED KINGDOM or GREAT BRITAIN anp IRELAND, was 


: and 
opened by Commission. 


Page 
QUEEN'S SPEECH : l 
ROLL OF THE Lorps 3 
SELecT VEsSTRIES—Bill, pro forma, read 1” 3 
ORDER OF THE DAY. 
ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER MAJEsTY’s Most GRACIOUS SPEECH :— 
The LORD CHANCELLOR delivered the Report of Her Majesty’s Gracious 
Speech from the Throne. 
Moved— 
“That an humble Address be presented to Her Majesty in reply 
to the Gracious Speech from the Throne.” —(The Marquess of Granby.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Barnard ete Lord Loch ... sid 22 
The Earl of Kimberley .» 10 The Earl of Yamperdown ssi 26 


The Prime Minister and The Under Secretary of State for the 
Secretary of State for Colonies (The Earl of Selborne) ... 31 
Foreign Affuirs (The Mar- 
quess of Salisbury) we. 


Address agreed to, nemine dissentiente, and ordered to be presented to Her 
Majesty by the Lords with White Staves. 
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CoMMITTEES :-— VI 
The Earl of Morley appointed, nemine dissentiente, to take the Chair in 
all Committees of this House for this Session ... ri — i 
Committee for Privileges appointed ... rs a ee bs i 
Committee for the Journals appointed ses ia die vr . 
Stoppages in the Streets, Order to prevent, renewed ~ “i ae 
Appeal Committee appointed ee a See oy Abe io Be 
Al 
JUDICIAL BUSINESS :— 
Ordered, That for the purposes of the Judicial Business of this House, 
Monday the 13th day of November next be deemed the “ first sitting 
day after the Recess”... ~ ~ we qe me . 
Se 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the following 
Papers having been commanded to be ;yresented to this House by 
Her Majesty had been so presented on ‘che following dates by de- 
livery to the Clerk of the Parliaments, pursuant to Order of the House 
of the 17th February, 1896, viz. : Ni 


TRADE Reports, 1898—ANNUAL SERIES—-Diplomatic and Consular Reports ; 
on Trade and Finance :—No. 2329, Nicaragua; No. 2330, Italy (Naples) ; SA 
No. 2331, Italy (Sicily); No. 2332, Brazil (Rio Grande do Sul); No. 
2333, Portugal (Madeira); No. 2334, Madagascar; No. 2335, Germany 
(Dantzig); No. 2336, Mexico; No. 2337, Sweden (Gothenburg) ; No. Cc 
2338, Egypt (Port Said and Suez); No. 2339, Japan (North Formosa) ; 
No. 2340, China (Wuhu); No. 2341, Japan (Tainan); No. 2542, 
Russia (Riga); No. 2343, Russia; No. 2344, Germany; No. 2545, 
Germany (Stettin) ; No. 2346, Persia (Persian Gulf); No. 2347, Borneo 
(British North Borneo); No. 2348, China (Kiungchow); No. 2549, CE 
United States (San Francisco); No. 2350, France (Réunion); No. 2351, 
Zanzibar ; No. 2352 (United States (Philadelphia); No. 2353, Siam 
(Bangkok); No. 2354, Guatemala (Trade, Agriculture, and Finance) ; 


No. 2355, Japan (Nagasaki); No. 2356, Austria-Hungary (Bosnia and St 

the Herzegovina) ; No. 2357, Bulgaria; No. 2358, Hayti; No. 2359, 

Turkey (Angora); No 2360, Guiana (French and Dutch); No. 2361, Pr 

Havana ets ‘et - ‘i ke és a 39, 40 
MISCELLANEOUS SERIES—Reports on Subjects of General and Commercial In 


Interest—No. 509, British trade with Switzerland; No. 510, Brazil 
(Commercial intelligence) ; No. 511, Brazil (Cotton spinning and weaving 
industries) ; No. 512, Brazil (Coffee production in Brazil and consump- 
tion in the United States); No. 513, Hungary (Zone tariff railways) ; 
No. 514, Mexico (Tobaceo) ; No. 515, Hungary (Financial result of the 
purchase and working of the State railways) neh hia “ . 


FA 


TREATY SERIES—No. 16 (1889). Convention between the United Kingdom 
and Guatemala relative to trade marks ; signed at Guatemala, 20th July, 
1898. [Ratifications exchanged at Guatemala, 28th July, 1899.]—-— No. 
17 (1899). Convention between the United Kingdom and Belgium rela- 
tive to the remittance of Money Orders by Telegraph between the two 
Countries ; signed at London, 15th September, 1899. — [{Ratifications Lu 
exchanged at London, 29th September, 1899] ... = Peas ee 
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VENEZUELA—No. 4 (1899). British Guiana Boundary Arbitration: Case of 
the United States of Venezuela before the Tribunal of Arbitration to 
convene at Paris under the provisions of the treaty between the United 
States of Venezuela and Her Britannic ee ; signed at Washington, 
2nd February, 1897. Volume I.——No. (1899). British Guiana 
Boundary Arbitration: Counter case of same: Volume I.——No. 6 
(1899). British Guiana Boundary Arbitration: Printed argument on 
behalf of same (J. M. de Rojas, agent of Venezuela, Benjamin Harrison, 
Benjamin F. niacin S. Mallet-Prevost, James Russell Soley, counsel for 
Venezuela) 





AFRICA—No. 8 (1899). Correspondence respecting the status of slavery in 
East Africa and the Islands of Zanzibar and Pemba.——No. 9 (1899). 
Report by Lieutenant-Colonel Macdonald, R.E., of his expedition from the 
Uganda Protectorate, 3rd May, 1898, to 5th March, 1899 ee 


SouTH AFRICAN ReEpuBLIC—Correspondence relating to the status of the 
South African Republic (in continuation of [C.-8721.])——Further corre- 
spondence relating to proposed political reforms in the South African 
republic (in continuation of [C.-9415.])——-Further correspondence 
relating to political affairs in the South African Republic (in continuation 
of [C.-9518.])——Further correspondence relating to political affairs in the 
South African Republic (in continuation of [C.-9521}) 


NIGERIA—Correspondence relating to the Benin Territories Expedition, 1899 . 


Samoa, No. 1 (1899)—Correspondence ee the affairs of Samoa. Report 
of the Joint Commission ak és sils aie ie 


CoLONIES (ANNUAL) REports.—No. 266, Leeward Islands, 1898 ; No. 267, 
St. Lucia 1898 ; No. 268, Fiji, 1898; No. 269, Turks and Caicos Islands, 
1898; No. 270, Malta, 1898; No. 271, Gold Coast, 1898; pee 272, 
Trinidad, 1898 ; No. 273, Sierra Leone, 1898 ; No. 274, Ceylon, 1898 


CEYLON, Honc Kona, AND STRAITS SETTLEMENTS—Correspondence regarding 
the measures to be adopted for checking the spread of venereal disease (in 
continuation of H.C. 147) : 


STRAITS SETTLEMENTS—Reports on the Federated Malay States for 1898 


PRISON COMMISSION a on Prison Dietaries, by James 
Craufurd Dunlop, M.D. vie is ae + sis 


INTERMEDIATE EpucaTion (IRELAND) ComMission—Final Report of the 
Commissioners. Appendix thereto—Part [., Minutes of Evidence : 
Part II., Miscellaneous Documents 





FacToRY AND WorksHOp—Dangerous Trades: Final Report of the Depart- 
mental Committee, appointed by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, to inquire into and report upon certain miscellaneous 
dangerous trades. Lead Compounds in Potteries: Report to the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department by Thomas Oliver, M.D., 
F.R.C.P., Physician to the Royal Infirmary, Newcastle- —_ Tyne, bonis 
the Pottery Industry in France 





Lunacy (ScoTLAND)—Forty-first Annual Report of the General Board of 
Commissioners in Lunacy for Scotland val , is ae 





lix 
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41 


43 


43 
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Navy—Report to the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty of the Committee 
on the training of Naval Medical Officers ei < ons nd 


Irish Land ComMission—Proceedings: Retura for June 1899.——Judicial 
Rents: Return for January 1899 ; Return for February 1899 


MINES AND QuaRRIES—General Reports and Statisties for 1898: Part II. 
Labour—General Report and Statistics relating to persons employed and 
accidents at mines and quarries in the United Kingdom, and to the 
enforcement of the Mines and Quarries Acts. Part III. Output—General 
Report and Statistics relating to the output and value of the minerals 
raised in the United Kingdom, the amount and value of the metals pro- 
duced, and the exports and imports of minerals 


INDIA—Statistical Abstracts relating to British India from 1888-89 to 1897-98. 
Thirty-third number ; 


TRAMWAY AND GAS AND WATER OrpDERS—Report by the Board of Trade of 
their proceedings under the Tramways Act, 1870, and the Gas and 
Waterworks Facilities Act, 1870, during the Session of 1899 


EXPLOSIVES (IGNITION OF CoRDITE AT Messrs. Kynocn’s Factory)—Report 
to the Secretary of State for the Home Department by Colonel A. Ford, 
C.B., Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Explosives, on the circumstances 
attending an ignition of cordite which occurred in the blending and packing 
house of the fac ‘tory of Messrs. Kynoch, Limited, at Holehaven, Essex, on 
the 8th June, 1899 


LocaL TAXATION (RoyAL Commission)—Memoranda chiefly relating to the 
classification and incidence of Imperial and local taxes on 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table. 


PosT OFFICE (TELEGRAPH Monry OrpERs)—Additional articles to the Money 
Order Convention of the 7th-14th of October 1871, between the General 
Post Office of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and the 
General Post Office of the Netherlands ; presented (by Command), and 
ordered to lie on the Table , ma ae ae ive eae 


SUPREME Court oF JUDICATURE—Rules of the Supreme Court (October) 
1899 am ae si i 


WorRKMEN’S COMPENSATION AcT, 1899—Rules, dated 1st of September, 1899 


InpiA (LOANS RAISED IN ENGLAND)—Return of all loans raised in England 
under the provisions of any Acts of Parliament chargeable on the revenues 
of India outstanding at the commencement of the half-year ended on the 
30th September, 1899, with the rates of interest and total amount payable 
thereon, ete. 3 ; 


Prisons (SCOTLAND) Act, 1877—Rule made by the Secretary for Scotland 
under the Fine or Imprisonment (Scotland and Ireland) Act, 1899 


TrintpAD—Additional Prison Rule relating to the employment of female 
prisoners i sae si sa 


Saint LuctA—Regulations amending the Prison Rules in respect of the 
period during which shot drill may be performed : ‘ 


Pa ge 


43 


44 


44 


44 


44 


44 
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PENAL SERVITUDE AcTS, 1853-1891 (CONDITIONAL LiIcENCES)—Licences 
granted to (1) Ada Bennett, (2) Ada Lillian Sherlock, convicts under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting the said Ada Bennett and Ada 
Lillian Sherlock to be at large on condition that they enter the Royal 


Victoria Home, Horfield, Bristol —... wie ae Let ame cor Hae 
Factory AND WorKSHOP (DIFFERENT MEAL Hours) (FLAX, JUTE, AND 

Hemp Factories)—Order made by the Secretary of State for the Home 

Department, dated 6th September 1899, extending to textile factories in 

which the material used is flax, jute, or hemp, the special exceptions with 

regard to meal hours contained in section 52 of the Factory and Workshop 

Act, 1878 See ae nas ae So Bea aA aes Poe 45 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Mersey Docks AND Harsour Boarp—Accounts for the year ended Ist 
July 1899; Delivered (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 45 





House adjourned at five minutes before Seven of the clock. 


COMMONS: TUESDAY, 17taH OCTOBER 1899, 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
Message to attend the Lords Commissioners by black Rod. 
The House went ; and, having returned : 


ELectTions.—Ordered, That all Members who are returned for two or more 
places in any part of the United Kingdom do make their election for which 
of the places they will serve, within one week after it shall appear that 
there is no question upon the return for that place ; and if anything shall 
come in question touching the return or election of any Member, he is to 
withdraw during the time the matter is in debate ; and that all Members 
returned upon double returns to withdraw till their returns aredetermined 46 


Resolved, That no Peer of the Realm, except such Peers of Ireland as 
shall for the time being be actually elected, and shall not have 
declined to serve, for any county, city, or borough of Great Britain, 
hath any right to give his vote in the election of any Member to 
serve in Parliament. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That it is a high infringement of 
the liberties and privileges of the Commons of the United Kingdom 
for any Lord of Parliament, or other Peer or Prelate, not being a 
Peer of Ireland at the time elected, and not having declined to serve 
for any county, city, or borough of Great Britain, to concern himself 
in the election of Members to serve for the Commons in Parliament, 
except only any Peer of Ireland, at such elections in Great Britain 
respectively where such Peer shall appear as candidate, or by himself, 
or any others, be proposed to be elected ; or for any Lord Lieutenant or 
Governor of any county to avail himself of any authority derived 
from his commission, to -influence the election of any Member to 
serve for the Commons in Parliament.” —(Mr. 4. J. Balfour.) 
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Amendment proposed— Ov 
“To leave out the words from the word ‘Kingdom,’ in line 2, to the word 

‘for,’ in line 8.”—(Mr. James Lowther.) Jo 


Mr. Stanhope (Burnley) im ms ae ey = Aen a 48 


Question put—“ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 337 ; Noes, 76. (Division List No. 1.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That it is a high infringement of the liberties and privileges of 
the Commons vf the United Kingdom for any Lord of Parliament, 
or other Peer or Prelate, not being a Peer of Ireland at the time 
elected, and not having declined to serve for any county, city, or 
borough of Great Britain, to concern himself in the election of 
Members to serve for the Commons in Parliament, except only any 
Peer of Ireland, at such Elections in Great Britain respectively 
where such Peer shall appear as a candidate, or by himself, or any 
others, he proposed to be elected ; or for any Lord Lieutenant or 
Governor of any county to avail himself of any authority derived Sor 
from his Commission, to influence the election of any Member to 
serve for the Commons in Parliament. 


Sor 
Resolved, That if it shall appear that any person hath been elected or 
returned a Member of this House, or endeavoured so to be, by 
bribery, or any other corrupt practices, this House will proceed with So 
the utmost severity against all such persons as shall have been 
wilfully concerned in such bribery or other corrupt practices <: -e 
Sol 


Witnesses—Resolved, That if it shall appear that any person hath been 
tampering with any witness, in respect of his evidence to be given to this 
House, or any Committee thereof, or directly or indirectly hath Nu 
endeavoured to deter or hinder any person from appearing or giving 
evidence, the same is declared to be a high crime or misdemeanour ; and 
this House will proceed with the utmost severity against such offender. 
Resolved, That if it shall appear that any person hath given false 
evidence in any case before this House, or any Committee thereof, this 
House will proceed with the utmost severity against such offender sks 





MetropoLitaN PoLicE—Ordered, That the Commissioners of the Police of 
the Metropolis do take care that, during the Session of Parliament, the 
passages through the streets leading to this House be kept free and open, 
and that no obstruction be permitted to hinder the passage of Members to 
and from this House, and that no disorder be allowed in Westminster 
Hall, or in the passages leading to this House, during the sitting of Parlia- 
ment, and that there be no annoyance therein or thereabouts; and that 
the Serjeant-at-Arms attending this House do communicate this Order to : 
the Commissioners aforesaid ... « oF ort 

Vores AND PRrocEEDINGS—Ordered, that the Votes and Proceedings of this 
House be printed, being first perused by Mr. Speaker; and that he do 
appoint the printing thereof; and tkat no person but such as he shall 
appoint do presume to print the same ay 


TR 





PriviLEGeES—Ordered, That a Committee of Privileges be appointed ... 
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OuTLAWRIES BILL-—“ For the more effectual preventing Clandestine Out- 
lawries,” read the first time; to be read a second time _.... ae 2 8 


JouRNAL—Ordered, That the Journal of this House, from the end of the las: 
Session to the end of the present Session, with an Index thereto, be 
printed. ——Ordered, That 500 Copies of the said Journal and Index be 
printed by the appointment and under the direction of Sir Reginald 
Francis Douce Palgrave, K.C.B., the Clerk of this House. Ordered, 
That the said Journal and Index be printed by such person as shall be 
licensed by Mr. Speaker, and that no other person do diana to print 


the same mits oe: aie AP oe Me ; ~ cen OM 








PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS 
(RECESS.) 


The following Papers, presented by Command of Her Majesty during the 
Recess, were delivered to the Librarian of the House of Commons 
during the Recess, pursuant to the Standing Order of the 14th 
August 1896 :— 


SoutH Arrican Repus_ic—Copy of er relating to the Status of 
the South African Republic ... si ive sis waa 2 


SoutH Arrican RepusLic—Copy of Further Correspondence relating to 
Proposed Political Reforms in the South African Republic evs a. =O 


SourH ArricAN RepusBLic—Copy of Further Correspondence relating to 
Political Affairs in South African Republic ... es ai i 


Sourh ArricAN RepusLic—Copy of Further ea cceae relating to 
Political Affairs in South African Republic ... ss _ a ae 


NiGErtA—Copy of Correspondence relating to the Benin Territories Expedi- 
tion, 1899 44 ue ‘KES eh sk es ee Hee .. 65 


ContaGcious DISEASES ORDINANCES (COLONIES)—Copy of Correspondence 
regarding the Measures to be adopted for checking the spread of Venereal 
Disease in Ceylon, Hong Kong, and the Strait Settlements 


ou 
ou 


CoLoniAL REporRTS (ANNUAL)—Copies of Reports Nos. 266 (Leeward Islands, 
Annual Report for nati 267 (Saint Lucia, Annual Report for 1898), 268 
(Fiji, Annual Report for 1898), 269 (Turks and Caicos Islands, Annual 
Report for 1898), 270 (Malta, Annual Report for 1898), 271 (Gold Coast, 
Annual Report for 1898), 272 (Trinidad, Annual Report for 1898), 273 
‘eg Leone, Annual — for 1898), and 274 psi Annual ae 
ST aera BEE ne na. | ake i 


STRAITS SETTLEMENTS (FEDERATED MALAY ere of Reports on the 
Federated Malay States for 1898... is inh = ae “nt 


ou 
ce 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copies of Diplomatic and Consular Re- 
ports, Annual Series, Nos. 2329 to 2361... ids ina ae sn 


at 


TRADE RepPorTS (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES)—Copies of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, Nos. 509 to 515 si tg 


i | 
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Arnica (No. 8, 1899)-—Copy of Correspondence respecting the Status of 


Slavery in East Africa and the Islands of Zanzibar and Pemba 


Arrica (No. 9, 1899)—Copy of Report by Lieutenant-Colonel Macdonald, 
R.E., of his Expedition from the Uganda Protectorate, 3rd May 1898 to 
5th March 1899 


Samoa (No. 1, 1899)—Copy of. Correspondence respecting the Affairs of 
Samoa. Report of the Joint Commission ey yf as 


VENEZUELA (No. 4, 1899)—Copy of Case of the United States of Venezuela 
before the Tribunal of Arbitration to convene at Paris under the Treaty 
concluded at Washington on the 2nd February 1897, between Her 
sritannic Majesty and the United States of Venezuela respecting the 
Settlement of the Boundary between British Guiana and the United States 
of Venezuela; Vol. 1... 


VENEZUELA (No. 5, 1899)--Copy of Counter Case of the United States of 
Venezuela before the Tribunal of Arbitration to convene at Paris under 
the Treaty concluded at Washington on the 2nd February 1897, between 
Her Britannic Majesty and the United States of Venezuela respecting the 
Settlement of the Boundary between British Guiana and the United States 
of Venezuela; Vol. 1 ... 


VENEZUELA (No. 6, 1899)—Copy of Printed Argument on behalf of the United 
States of Venezuela before the Tribunal of Arbitration constituted wider 
the Treaty concluded at Washington on the 2nd February 1897, between 
Her Britannic Majesty and the United States of Venezuela respecting the 
Settlement of the Boundary between British Guianaand the United States 
of Venezuela 


TREATY SERIES (No. 16, 1899)—Copy of Convention between the United 
Kingdom and Guatemala relative to Trade Marks. Signed at Guatemala, 
20th July 1898. Ratifications exchanged at Guatemala, 28th July 1899... 


TREATY SERIES (No. 17, 1899)-—-Copy of Convention between the United 
Kingdom and Belgium relative to the Remittance of Money Orders by 
Telegraph between the two Countries. Signed at London, 15th September 
1899. Ratifications exchangel at London, 29th September 1899... 


INTERMEDIATE EpucATION (IRELAND) (COMMISSION )-—Copy of Final Report of 
the Commissioners appointed to inquire into and report upon the system 
of Intermediate Education in Ireland, as established by the Intermediate 
Education (Ireland) Act, 1878, ete. 


INTERMEDIATE Epucation (IRELAND) (COMMISSION)—Copy of Appendix to 
Final Report of the Commissioners appointed to inquire into and report 
upon the system of Intermediate Edueation in Ireland, as established by 
the Intermediate Education (Ireland) Act, 1878, ete. ; Part I. (Minutes of 
Evidence) ‘s si iy 


INTERMEDIATE EpucaTtion (IRELAND) (COMMISSION)—Copy of Appendix to 
Final Report of the Commissioners appointed to inquire into and report 
upon the system of Intermediate Education in Ireland, as established by 
the Intermediate Education (Ireland) Act, 1878, ete.; Part II. (Mis- 
cellaneous Documents) tea is bis “ a ve on 


Irish LAND CoMMISSION (PROCEEDINGS)—Copy of Return of Proceedings of 
the Commission during the month of June 1899 fez 
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Irish LAND CoMMISSION (JUDICIAL RENTS)—Copy of Returns of Judicial 
Rents fixed during the month of January 1899 __... ; “a ae 


Irish LAND CoMMISSION (JUDICIAL RENTS)—Copy of Returns of Judicial 
Rents fixed during the month of February 1899... ae so ao” Oe 


East INp1A (STATISTICAL ABSTRACT)— Copy of Statistical Abstract relating to 
British India from 1888-9 to 1897-8, Thirty-third Number Des 57 


Lunacy (SCOTLAND)—Copy of Forty-first Annual Report of the General Board 
of Commissioners in Lunacy for Scotland... es es is a 


Prisons (SCOTLAN <a Pet of — on Prison Dietaries, a James Craufurd 
Dunlop, M.D. . ; : : aa ee 


TRAMWAY AND GAS AND WATER OrDERS—Copy of Report by the Board of 
Trade of their Proceedings under the Tramways Act, 1870, and the Gas 
and Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, during the Session of 1899 


~T 


ou 


Factory AND WorksHoP (DANGEROUS TRADES) (COMMITTEE)—Copy of 
Final Report of the Departmental Committee appointed by the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department to inquire into and report upon certain 
Miscellaneous Dangerous Trades eas ac ‘iss ‘a0 ee 


—~I 


or 


y of General Report and Statistics for the year 
1898, Part II., Labour ; General Report and Statistics relating to persons 
employed and Accidents at Mines and Quarries in the United Kingdom, 
and to the enforcement of the Mines and Quarries Act; ; > 





or 
~I 


EXPLOSIONS (HOLEHAVEN, EssEx)—Copy of Report by Colonel A. Ford, C.B., 
Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Explosives, to the Right Hon. the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department on the circumstances attending an 
ignition of Cordite which occurred in the blending and packing house 
of the factory of Messrs. Kynoch, Limited, at Holehaven, Essex, on the 
8th June 1899... os an ee ns ne ia ss | 


Factory AND WorksHop (LEAD ComPpouNDS IN PotTEery)—Copy of Report 
to the Secretary of State for the Home Department by Professor Thomas 
Oliver, M.D., F.R.C.P., Physician to the Royal Infirmar vy Newcastle- ee 
Tyne, upon the Pottery Industry in France ‘ ; 58 


MINEs Statistics for the year 
1898, "Part “TIL  Cuanek: aad ew pia Statistics relating to the 
Output and Value of the Minerals raised in the United Kingdom, the 
amount and value of the metals produced, and the exports and imporis of 
Minerals es st ‘a vi via “sa ows wie ooo 





ou 
io 4] 


NavaL MepicaL OFFICERS (TRAINING) (COMMITTEE)—Copy of Report to the 
Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty of the Committee on the Training 
of Naval Medical Officers... ies a ¥¢ sare oi ae 58 


Locat TAXATION (RoyAL Commission)—Copy of Memoranda chi _ relating 
to the Classification and Incidence of Imperial and Local Taxes .. a 


Ordered, That the said Papers do lie upon the Table. 
VOL. LXXVII. [FourtH Series. ] e 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 1899-1900-—Estimate presented, of the 
Additional Number of Men and of the Further Amount required in the 
year ending 31st March 1900, in consequence of the Military Situation in 
South Africa [by Command]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 1] 


ARMY (MEMORANDUM ON SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE)—Copy presented, of 
Memorandum showing the principal heads of Expenditure provided for 


in the Army Supplementary Estimate in consequence of the Military 
Situation in South Africa [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table és 


Post Orrice (TELEGRAPH MONEY OrbDERS) (HOLLAND)—Copy presented, of 
Additional Articles to the Money Order Convention of the 7th-14th of 
October 1871 between the General Post Office of Great Britain and Ireland 
and the General Post Office of the Netherlands [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table - wis ne ies ee sa ee 


East INDIA (LOANS RAISED 1N ENGLAND)—Copy presented, of Returns of 
all Loans raised in England, chargeable on the Revenues of India, 
outstanding at the commencement of the half-year ending on the 30th 
September 1899, etc. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 2]... —_ wi a ist is dui ses “ss fis 


Factory AND WorksHop AcTs (DIFFERENT MEAL Hours) (FLAX, JUTE 
AND Hemp Facrortes)—Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department, dated 6th September i899, 
extending to Textile Factories in which the material used is Flax, Jute, or 
Hemp, the special exceptions with regard to Meal Hours contained in 
Section 52 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1878 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table sine sie = bag :sp ie is <i 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts (CONDITIONAL LICENCE)—Copy presented, of Licence 
granted to Ada Bennett, a Convict under detention in Aylesbury Prison, 
permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter the Royal 
Victoria Home, Horfield, Bristol [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table as 





PenaL ServitupE Acts (CONDITIONAL LICENCE)—Copy presented, of Licence 
granted to Ada Lillian Sherlock, a Convict under detention in Aylesbury 
Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter the 
Royal Victoria Home, Horfield, Bristol [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


= 


FINE oR IMPRISONMENT (SCOTLAND AND IRELAND) ACT, 1899 (RULES)—-Copy 
presented, of Rule made by the Secretary for Scotland, under the Fine or 
Imprisonment (Scotland and Ireland) Act, 1899 [by Act] to lie upon the 
Table " obs a -_ nits jon es wy sas 

CoLoNiAL PropucE OF Spirits (RESTRICTIONS)—Return presented, relative 
thereto Cgeeye 13th February 1899; Mr. W. F. Lawrence]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 3] ote Sut vies aa ie 

Prisons (West Inpres) (St. Lucra)—Copy presented, of Regulation 
amending the Prison Rules, in respect of the period during which Shot 
Drill may be performed [by Act]; to lie upon the-Tahle 


a 


—— 


Prisons (West Inpies) (TRrinmpap)--Copy presented, of Additional Prison 
Rule rela'ing to the Employment of female Prisoners [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table ive sia an hae 


—— 
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Papers laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House :— 


1. Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897 (Rules).—Copy of additional 
Rules made pursuant to Paragraph 10 of the Second Schedule of 
the Act, and allowed by the Lord Chancellor, dated Ist stews sagses 


1899 [by Act]... wes ~ x ts 603 re << 
2. Supreme Court (Rules)—Copy of Rules of the Supreme Court 
(October), 1899 [by Act] sa ath ae bat aa .. 60 


3. Mersey Docks and Harbour Board.—Accounts of the Mersey Docks 
and Harbour Board for the year ending Ist July 1899 {by Act| .... 60 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER MaAJvesty’s Most Gracious SPEECH :— 
(First Day’s Debate.) 
Mr. SPEAKER reported Her Majesty’s Speech, and read it to the House. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That an humble Address be pre- 
sented to Her Majesty, as followeth :— 


“Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for 
the Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.”—(Captain Sir A. Aclund-Hood.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Col. Royds (Rochdale)... 66 Sir Chas. Lilke cai iets 

Sir Hy. Cumpbell-Banner- Forest of Dean) : 85 
man (Stirling Burghs)... 69 Sir H. Meysey Thompson (Stapior wd- 

The First Lord of the Trea- shire, Handsworth) eas 89 
sury (Mr. A. J. — 
Manchester, E.) 77 


Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the Question, to add the words, ‘But we humbly 
represent to your Majesty that the state of war now existing between Great 
Britain and the South African Republic has been caused by “the assertion of 
claims to interfere in the internal government of the Republic in direct viola- 
tion of the terms of your Majesty’s Convention of 1884 with the Government of 
the South African Republic, and by the massing of large bodies of British troops 
on the frontiers of the Republic. And we further humbly represent to your 
Majesty that before more bloodshed takes place proposals should be 
made in the spirit of the recent Peace Conference at the Hague, with 
a view to finding in an independent and friendly arbitration a settlement 
of the difficulties between the two Governments, and that an ignominious war 
may thus be avoided between the overwhelming forces of your Majesty’s 
Empire and those of two small nations numbering together but two hundred 
thousand souls.’ ”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


‘Question proposed—*“ That those words be there added.” 
>») 
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DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Labouchere nee - Sir Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, 
ton)... ss Ecelesall) ee 

Mr. Drage ( (Derby) « 228 Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Green, 

Mr. Davitt (Mayo, 8S.) ... 120 SUV. 

Mr. Lowles (Shoreditch, Mr. Field (Dublin, ‘St. Patrick) 
Haggerston) ... ... 129 Col. Saunderson (Armagh, N.) ... 

Mr. William Redmond Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.) 
(Clare, FE.) ... i OO 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 54 ; Noes, 322. (Division List No. 2.) 
Main Question again proposed : Debate arising ; 

And, it being after midnight, the Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


House adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 18TH OCTOBER 1899. 


MILITIA.—The First Lorp oF THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, E.), at the Bar, acquainted the House that he had a Message from 
Her Majesty to this House, signed by Her Majesty’s own hand, and he 
presented the same to the House; and it was read by Mr. SPEAKER (all 
the Members of the House being uncovered), and it is as followeth : 


“Vicroria R. 


“The state of affairs in South Africa having constituted in the opinion 
of Her Majesty a case of great emergency w within the meaning of the 
Act of Parliament, Her Majesty deems it proper to provide additional 
means for the Military Service, and therefore has thought it right to 
communicate to the House of Commons that Her Majesty is by Proclama- 
tion about to order the embodiment of Militia, and to call out Her Militia 
Reserve Force, or such part thereof as Her Majesty shall think necessary, 
for Permanent Service. 

“October 1899.” 


Ordered, that Her Majesty’s Most Gracious Message be taken into con- 
sideration to-morrow 


New Writ.—For the Borough of Tower Hamlets (Bow and Bromley Division), 
in the room of the Hon. Lionel Raleigh Holland (Manor of Northstead). 
—(Sir William Walrond) 


PETITIONS. 


BorouGH Funps Act, 1872—Petition from Kettering, for alteration of 
Law ; to lie upon the Table ... vite ‘ 


GROUND Rents (TAXATION BY LOCAL AUTHORITIES)—Petitions in favour, 
from Bristol, Llanwinion, and Leyton ; to lie upon the Table oF 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FINE OR IMPRISONMENT (SCOTLAND AND IRELAND) ACT, 1899 (RULES)— 
Paper [presented 17th October] to be printed. [No. 4] ef sia 


Potuine Districts (County PALATINE or LANCASTER)—Copy presented, 
of Order made by the County Council of the County Palatine of Lan- 
caster, altering certain Polling Districts in the Parliamentary Division of 
Westhoughton [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table aes 


Po.tinc Districts (WEsT Ham)-—Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Council of the County Borough of West Ham, dividing the Borough into 
Municipal and Parliamentary Polling Districts [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table : ies we ng ‘a = oF 


POLLING DisTRicTS (HERTFORDSHIRE)—Copy presented, of Order made by 
the County Council of Hertfordshire, dividing the Eastern or Hertford 
Parliamentary Division into convenient Polling. Districts [by Act]; to le 
upon the Table ove _ 3 bes ea su zen 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION Act, 1889—Copies presented, of Minutes sanction- 
ing the subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Act, for the following 
Counties, etc.: County of Berkshire (Third Minute), dated 27th July, 
1899 ; County Borough of Portsmouth (Fifth Minute), dated 16th August, 
1899 ; County of the Soke of Peterborough (Seventh Minute), dated 5th 
September, 1899; County Borough of Oldham (Sixth Minute), dated 
5th September, 1899; County of Glamorgan (Eighth Minute), dated 
5th September, 1899 ; City and County Borough of Birmingham (Fifth 
Minute), dated 27th September, 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884—Copies presented, of Treasury Minutes declaring 
that the under-mentioned persons were appointed to the offices set against 
their names without a Civil Service Certificate through inadvertence on 
the part of the Heads of their Departments, viz.: Mr. R. D. Herring, 
Legation Constable, Pekin Consular Service, dated 5th August, 1899 ; 
Mr. Hanmer Lewis Dupuis, formerly Clerk, Tangier Mission, Foreign 
Office, dated 2nd September, 1899; Mary Byrne, Sub- Postmistress, 
Beaumari is, Post Office ae aad dated 28th September, 1899 [by — 
to lie upon the Table .. ba bea : 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
20th September, 1899, granting a retired allowance to Mr. Charles Lewis 
James, Assistant Clerk in the Local Government Board, under Section 2 
of the Act [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ... 


QUESTIONS. 


‘THE RicHts oF PrivaTE Mbpmpers—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill 
(Donegal, S.) ; Answer, Mr. Speaker nds ae a: 


BusINEss OF THE HousE—Questions, Mr. Lewis (Flint Boroughs), Sir H. 
Campbeil-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Mr. Humphreys Owen (Mont- 
gomery), Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.), and Mr. Labouchere 
(Northampton) ; Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 

Balfour, Manchester, E.) re eck ds ; ie 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


GOVERNMENT BUSINESS :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That during the Autumn Sittings 
no Motions for leave to bring in Bills be given except by a Minister 
of the Crown; that on every day Government business do have 
precedence, and at the conclusion thereof Mr. Speaker do adjourn the 
House without Question put; and that the provisions of Standing 
Order No. 56 be extended to all days of the week.”—(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 


DISCUSSION :— 

Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman Sir Wim. Harcourt (Monmouthshire, 
(Stirling Burghs) io MOT W.) ; so8 : 

The First Lord of the Trea- Mr. A. i Balfour 
sury (Mr, A. J. Balfour, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester shire, 
Manchester, E.) zo. 68 Forest of Dean) me 

Mr. Buchanon (Aberdeen- Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) a, 
shire, E.) pe as 69 Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words from the word ‘precedence’ to the end of the 
Question.” —(Dr. Clar/:.) 


Question, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question,” put and agreed to. 


Main Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 279 ; Noes, 48. (Division List No. 3.) 


Ordered, That during the Autumn Sittings no Motions for leave to bring 
in Bills be given except by a Minister of the Crown ; that on every 
day Government business do have precedence, and at the conclusion 
thereof Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House without Question put ; 
and that the provisions of Standing Order No. 56 be extended to all 
the days of the week. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER Masesty’s Most Gracious SPEECH :— 


(Secend Day’s Debate.) 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Question [17th October], 
“That an humble Address be presented to Her Majesty, as 
followeth :-— 


“Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses. 
of Parliament.” —(Captain Sir Alexander Acland-Hood.) 


Main Question again proposed. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“ At the end of the Question, to add the words : ‘But we humbly represent 
to Your Majesty our strong disapproval of the conduct of the negotiations with 


the Government of the Transvaal which have involy ed us in hostilities with the 
two South African Republics.’ ”—(1/7. Stanhope.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.’ 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. 8S. T. Evans (Glamor- Sir Wm, Harcourt (Monmouthshire, 
gan, Mid) : 189 tt ee és - ws 209 

Mr. Wanklyn (Bradford, The Secretary of State for the 

Central) in DO Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Mr. Elliot (Durham) .. 206 Birmingham, W.) san «1 S38 
Sir Vm. Harcourt am «os She 


Debate adjourned till to-morrow. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of this day, Mr. Speaker adjourned 
the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes after Five of the Clock. 


LORDS: THURSDAY, 19tTH OCTOBER 1899. 


SoutH AFRICAN AFFAIRS—EMBODIMENT OF THE MILITIA--MESSAGE FROM 








THE (JUEEN :— 


The MARQUESS OF SALISBURY laid before the House the following 
gracious Message from Her Majesty: “The state of affairs in South 
Africa having constituted in the opinion of Her Majesty a case of 
great emergency within the meaning of the Act of Parliament, Her 
Majesty deems it proper to provide additional means for the Military 
Service, and therefore has thought it right to communicate to the 
House of Lords that Her Majesty i is, by Proclamation, about to order 
the embodiment of the Militia, and to call out Her Militia Reserve 
Force, or such part thereof as Her Majesty may think necessary, for 
permanent service.” 


Moved, That Her Majesty’s gracious Message be taken into consideration 
forthwith. 


The same was agreed to, and the said Message considered accordingly. 


Then it was moved “That an humble Address be presented to Her 
Majesty thanking Her Majesty for her most gracious Message com- 
municating to this House Her Majesty’s intention to cause the Militia 
to be embodied, and the Militia Reserve Force, or such part thereof as 
Her Majesty may think necessary, to be forthwith called out for per- 
manent service.” Agreed to, nemine dissentiente. 


Ordered that the said Address be spas to Her aad i the Lords 
with White Staves ate eos 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY—Memorandum showing the principal heads of expenditure provided for 
in the Army Supplementary Estimate required in consequence of the 
military situation in South Africa sid i vas ~ - 


VENEZUELA, No. 7 (1899) (BOUNDARY BETWEEN THE COLONY OF BRITISH 
GUIANA AND THE UNITED STATES OF VENEZUELA-—Award of the 
Tribunal of Arbitration constituted under Article I. of the Treaty of 
Arbitration signed at Washington on 2nd February 1897, between Great 
Britain and the United States of Venezuela... : ae obs 


IRisH LanpD Commission (PROCEEDINGS)—Returns for the months of July 
and August 1899 es we . i ‘is ics 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1884—I. Treasury Minutes, dated respectively 
August 5, September 2, and September 28, 1899, declaring that 
R. D. Herring, Legation constable, Peking Consular _ service, 
Mr. Hanmer Lewis Dupuis, formerly clerk, Tangier Mission, and Mary 
Bryne, sub-postmistress, Beaumaris, were appointed without civil service 
certificates through inadvertence on the part of the heads of their 
departments. II. Treasury Minute, dated September 20, 1899, 
granted a retired allowance to Mr. Charles Lewis James, assistant clerk in 
the Local Government Board, under section 2 of the Superannuation 
Act, 1887 is iP ee 





Pontinc Districtrs—Orpers Mape—l. By the County Council of the 
county palatine of Lancaster, altering certain polling districts in the 
parliamentary division of Westhoughton.——2. By the Council of the 
County borough of West Ham, dividing the borough into municipal and 
parliamentary polling districts ——3. By the County Council of Hertford- 
shire, dividing the eastern or Hertford Parliamentary division into con- 
venient polling districts 


GENERAL Prison (IRELAND) Act, 1877—Order in Council approving of 
rule made by the General Prisons Board in pursuance of the Fine or 
Imprisonment (Scotland and Ireland) Act, 1899 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS AcTs, 1894 and 1896—Two Orders, dated 30th 
September, entitled respectively the Cardiff Foreign Animals Wharf 
Revocation Order of 1899 and the Cardiff Foreign Animals Order of 1899 


SCIENCE AND ART DEPARTMENT—Minutes of Committee of Council on 
Education sanctioning subjects to be taught under clause 8 of Technical 
Instruction Act, 1889, for—I. Counties of : Glamorgan (eighth minute) ; 
Berkshire (third minute) ; Oldham (sixth minute); the Soke of Peter- 
borough (seventh minute). II. County Borough of Portsmouth (fifth 
minute). III. City and County Borough of Birmingham (fifth minute) ... 


Evectric LIGHTING Acts, 1882-1890—Rules made by the Board of Trade 
in pursuance of section 5 of the Electric Lighting Act, 1882 bb 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five of the clock. 
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COMMONS: THURSDAY, 19TH OCTOBER 1899. 


PETITION. 


Poor Law AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) Act, 1845—Petition from Boyndie, for 
alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table ws ee is a 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Irish LAND CoMMISSION (PROCEEDINGS)—Copy presented, of Return of 
Proceedings of the Commission during the months of July and eT 
1899 (by Cotesia ; to lie upon the Table ; ee : 


FINE OR IMPRISONMENT (SCOTLAND AND IRELAND) Act (1899) RULES— 
Copy presented, of Order in Council approving of Rule made by the 
General Prisons Board for Ireland under the Fine or Imprisonment (Scot- 
land and Ireland) Act, 1899 (by Act) ; to lie upon the Table ae 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTs, 1894 AND 1896—Copy presented, of two 
Orders, dated the 30th September, 1899, entitled respectively the Cardiff 
Foreign Animals Wharf Revocation Order of 1899 and the Cardiff Foreign 
Animals Wharf Order of 1899 (by Act); to lie upon the Table Ss 


ELectric LIGHTING Acts, 1882 To 1890—Copy presented, of Rules made 
by the Board of Trade in pursuance of Section (5) of the Electric —s 
Act, 1882 (by Act); to lie upon the Table ... “es oh ‘ 


VENEZUELA (No. 7, 1899)—Copy presented, of Award of the Tribunal of 
Arbitration constituted under Article I. of the Treaty concluded at 
Washington on the 2nd February, 1897, between Her Britannic Majesty 
and the United States of Venezuela respecting the Settlement of the 
Boundary between British Guiana and the United States of Venezuela (by 
Command) ; to lie upon the Table ae a is ; 


Local. AUTHORITIES (ENGLAND, WALES, AND IRELAND) (TECHNICAL Epuca- 
TION)—Return presented, relative thereto (ordered 9th June, 1899 ; Sir 
John Gorst) ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. (No. 5) ... . 


QUESTIONS. 


HAULBOWLINE DocKS—ACCIDENT TO THE “ PRINCE GEORGE ”—Question, Mr. 
Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, The Civil Lord of the read 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) ee 


THE GuARDS—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ; avs 


CURRAGHMORE RIFLE RANGE—Question, Mr. Tuite (Westmeath, N 5 Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) . 


South AFricaA—PRovision For British TRoops—Question, Mr. Lowles 
sag Haggerston) ; Answer, The Financial pein to the War 
Office (Mr. J. Powell-Williams, Birmingham, S.) ~ , : 
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OvuTRAGE BY British SoLDIERS IN RANGOON—Questions, Mr. J. H. Roberts 
(Denbighshire, W.) and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answers, The 
Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing)... 


INDIA AND THE War CHARGES—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, E.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing) s fea 49 


AUSTRALIAN FEDERATION—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest 
of Dean); Arswer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) — ous ie vee pos 





PaciFic CaABLE—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, Mid); Answer, The Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


THE JAMESON Raip—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birming- 
ham, W.) = ay fe i re os we Pe 


THE TREATMENT OF UNarMED UITLANDERS— Question, Sir Ellis Ashmead- 
Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall); Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) Eis 


Case or Mr. LANHAM—Question, Sir Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, 
Ecclesall) : Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


QUEENSTOWN PosTMEN—ScCALE OF WaceEs—Question, Captain Donelan 
(Cork, E.); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Hanbury, Preston) : ae a 


Roya Commission on Locat TAxaTion—IrisH EvipENCE—Question, Mr. 
Austin (Limerick, W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool)... 


NATURALISATION OF ALIENS—Questions, Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.) 
and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answers, The Secretary of State 
for the Home Department (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool)... 


MALLAIG RaiLWwAy ExTENSION—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Auswer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


RaBlES—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.); Answer, The President of the 
Board of Agriculture (Mr. Long, Liverpool, West Derby) ... : 


THE Epucation oF Dump CHILDREN—Question, Mr. Coghill (Stoke-on- 
Trent) ; Answer, The Vice President of the Committee of Council on 
Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


Case or JAMES CoLQuHOUN—Question, Sir Chas. Cameron (Glasgow, Bridge- 
ton) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. G. Murray, Buteshire) 


IRIs FisHinc INpustry—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 
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PAUPER TRANSFERS TO IRELAND—Questions, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland 
(Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central)... es ie ae ae po 


TECHNICAL AND PRIMARY EpucATION IN IRELAND—Question, Mr. Field 
(Dublin, St. Patrick); Answer, The Chief Secretary ‘for Ireland (Mr. G. 
W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) .. ar ma oes are tee 


IrkisH TrRuANT Boys—Question, Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) ; — The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) .. 


STEAM TRAWLERS IN IRISH WaTERS—Question, Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) ; 


Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 


Central) ... 


IrisH LuNACY GRANT IN AlD—Question, Captain Donelan~(Cork, E.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) ad os Sy ae ne ssc en i. $54 


MULLINGAR CoURTHOUSE—Question, Mr Tuite (Westmeath, N.); Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


IrisH Lanpd ComMission—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork) ; Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) ... 


SAMOA—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, Mid) ; Answer, The First Lord of 
the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, FE.) ... : : 


ENGLIsH CoNnsuLs IN FINLAND—Questions, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) and 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, FE.) ... 


Tue Care Cotony Mrnistry—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Baifour, Man- 
chester, E.) oes wee vies eee ove 


THE TRANSVAAL WAR—ALLEGED SEDITIOUS SPEECHES BY IRISH MEMBERS— 
Questions, Mr. Seton-Karr (St. Helens), Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.), 
and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, $.); Answers, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ne sf she er 


BusINESS OF THE HousE—Questions, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.), Mr. 
Steadman (Tower Hamlets, Stepney), and Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 
(Stirling Burghs); Answers, The First Lord of the venatass a A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) — ... ‘ae 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO Her MaAsesty’s Most GRaActous SPEECH :— 
(Third Day’s Debate.) 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment proposed 
[18th October] to Main Question [17th October], “That an humble 
Address be presented to Her Majesty, as followeth :— 


** Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and Sal subjects, the 
Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
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in Parliament assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to 
Your Majesty for the Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has 
addressed to both Houses of Parliament.”—(Cuptain Sir Alecander 
Aclaund-Hood.) 
And which Amendment was, at the end of the Question, to add the 
words— 
“ But we humbly represent to your Majesty our strong disapproval of the 
conduct of the negotiations with the Government of the Transvaal which have 


involved us in hostilities with the two South African Republies.”—(J/r. 
Stanhope.) 


Question again proposed—-‘‘ That those words be there added.” 


DISCUSSION :-— 


The Secretary of State for the Dr. Clark (Caithness) are si 
Colonies (Mr, J. Chanber- Mr, Scott Montagu (Hants, New 
lain, Birmingham, W.)... 254 Forest) ... ne me es 

Sir Edward Clarke (Ply- Mr. John Morley (Montrose Burghs) 
mouth) ... sis ... 300 Mr. Courtney (Cornwall, Bodinin) 

Mr. Haldane (Haddington) 315 The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. 

Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 
Leigh) ... me J. Sea 


It being Midnight, Mr. Speaker proceeded to interrupt the business :— 


Whereupon Mr. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That 
the Question be now put.” 


Question put, ‘* That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided :— Ayes, 356; Noes, 158. (Division List No. 4.) 
Question put accordingly, “ That those words be there added.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 135; Noes, 362. (Division List No. 5.) 
Mr. Balfour claimed, ‘“* That the Main Question be now put. 

Main Question put accordingly, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That an humble Address be presented to Her Majesty as 
followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the 
Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in 
Parliament assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed 
to both Houses of Parliament.” 


To be presented by Privy Councillors and Members of Her Majesty’s 
Household. 


S uppLty.—Resolved, That this House will, To-morrow, resolve itself into a 





Committee to consider of the Supply to be granted to Her Majesty. 
Ordered, That the Estimate presented to this House on the 17th instant 
be referred to the Committee of Supply.—(Mr. Hanbury.) 
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Ways AND MEANS.—Resolved, that this House will, To-morrow, resolve itself 
into a Committee to consider of the W. ays and Means for raising the 
Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


In pursuance of the Order of the House on the 18th day of this instant 
October, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly at twenty-five minutes before One of the clock. 





COMMONS: FRIDAY, 20TH OCTOBER 1899. 


PETITIONS. 


NATIONAL OLD AGE PENSIONS—Petition from en in favour; to lie 
upon the Table “s wis wa is ‘ 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY—Petitions against, from Nor- 
wood, and Paddington ; to lie upon the Table ‘s via ss 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FINE OR IMPRISONMENT (SCOTLAND AND IRELAND) Act, 1899 (RULES)— 
Paper [presented 19th October] to be printed. [No. 6] a 


Evectric LiGHTInG Acts, 1882 to 1890—Paper [presented 19th October] to 
be printed. [No. 7] ws a xs pe AD eal 


Contempr oF CourT (IRELAND) (PERSONS ComMiTTED)—Return ordered, 
“Setting forth the names and addresses of all persons who within the five 
years ended the 1st day of October, 1899, have been committed to un- 
limited terms of imprisonment for contempt of court in Ireland, the 
names of the judges who issued the orders of attachment, the charges 
against the persons attached, and the duration of imprisonment in each 
case in which the order for attachment was executed.” oe | ae 2 
M‘Hugh) ne 


QUESTIONS. 


Navat Untrorms—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, The 
First Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover 
Square)... et ‘ “an as xh al a ed 


TRANSVAAL WAR—PwBLIC Supp.y or OrriciAL News—Question, Sir Howard 
Vincent (Sheftield, Central) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for 
War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover)... ar rr i ‘es ae 


PROGRESS OF THE War—Questions, Mr. J. P. Smith (Lanark, Partick) and Sir 
J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State 
for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) - Pe os Aw 


DoncASTER ALLOTMENTS—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. T. W. 
Russell, Tyrone, 8.) ... si am sah ug a ae we 
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Royat CANAL, IRELAND—Question, Mr Tuite (Westmeath, N.) ; Answer, ‘The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


STorNowAY MAIL SERVICE-—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


Doc Muzziine IN [RELAND—QQuestion, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


DisaBLED IRISH SAILORS—Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.); Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) ... 


MULLINGAR CoURTHOUSE—Gluestion, Mr. Tuite (Westmeath, N.); Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Irish PAUPER REMOVALS—Questions, Mr. W. J. Corbet (Wicklow, E.) and 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answers, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. 
G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) : ” ca a $i eS 


Lunacy REporT—Question, Mr. W. J. Corbet (Wicklow, E.) ; Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) ... 


IntsH PEASANT PrROPRIETARY—Question, Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland ee G. W. Balfour, Leeds. 
Central) ses ie a 


Evictions iv County Leitrim—Case or Mrs. O’DONNEL—Question, Mr. 
P. A. M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland 
(Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central)... ‘ais 2 ae ate - 


PROCLAIMED IRISH MEETING—Question, Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secret wail for Ireland — G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) ; ses 


IRISH INTERMEDIATE EpUCATION—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
Answer, The Chief weaned for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) se avs 3 ai itis ike 19 bis 


Irish Loca, GOVERNMENT AcT—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leecls, 
Central) er sek s bie sme sh sat 


BritisH CONSULS IN FINLAND—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean); Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) bes ee =“ sie ke si 


DELAGOA Bay—Question, Sir Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall) : 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, E.) cae sion is ere ea ae ee 


Samoa—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, Mid) ; Answer, The First Lord of 
the Treasury (Mr. A. z Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... ; 


THE HyYDROGRAPHICAL CONFERENCE—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, The First Lord of the wiauaeeiid _ A, J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) ee << ve S06 
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BUSINESS OF THE Hous—E—Question, Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, E.)... ots me sas a “a8 on hs i 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
MILITIA—Her Majesty’s Message considered. 
Message again read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, ‘That an humble Address be pre- 
sented to Her Majesty, thanking Her Majesty for Her Most Gracious 
Message communicating to this House Her Majesty’s intention to 
cause the Militia to be embodied, and the Militia Reserve Force or 
such part thereof as Her Majesty should think necessary to be called 
out forthwith for permanent service.”-—(Mr. 4. J. Balfour.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
(Stirling Burghs) ... 386 Forest of Dean) - a 
The Under Seerctary of State 
for War (Mr Wyndham, 
Dover)... es B87 


Amendment proposed — 


‘* At the end of the Question, to add the words, ‘ But we humbly represent 
to your Majesty that inasmuch as there are only about 40,000 adult males in the 
two South African Republics, and that these are not trained soldiers, the 
embodiment of the Militia Reserve is unnecessary, and that the forces already 
at the disposal of your Majesty are amply sufficient for the emergency.—(Mr. 
Dillon.) 


‘Question proposed, “That those words be there added.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Davitt (Mayo, 8.) ... 391 Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.)... 
Mr. William Redmond Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Brightside) 

(Clare, EZ.) ... ... 392 Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, 
Sir Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett E.) 


(Sheffield, Ecclesall) ... 396 Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis)... 
‘Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 36; Noes, 299. (Division List No. 6.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That an humble Address be presented to Her Majesty, thanking 
Her Majesty for Her Most Gracious Message communicating to this 
House Her Majesty’s intention to cause the Militia to be embodied, 
and the Militia Reserve Force or such part thereof as Her Majesty 
should think necessary to be called out forthwith for permanent 
service. 


‘To be presented by Privy Councillors and Members of Her Majesty’s 
Household. 
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SUPPLY.—Considered in Com 
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mittee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the chair. ] 


ArMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 1899-1900. 


1. Motion made, and Qu 


estion proposed, “That a further number of 


Land Forces, not exceeding 35,000, all ranks, be maintained for the 
Service of the United Kingdom ‘of Great Britain and Ireland at 


Home and Abroad, « 
March 1900.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Under Secretary of 


State for War 
Wyndham, Dover) 


Sir H. Campbell - Banner- 
man (Stirling Burghs)... 


luring ‘the year ending on the 3lst day of 


Jol. Blundell (Lancashire, Ince) ... 
(Mr. Sir Howard Vincent i field, 
405 Central) ‘ 


Col. Welby (Taunton) ‘ 
42] Col. Milward (Stratford-on- A von)... 
‘ Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) 


Sir Charles Dilke (Glouces- Mr. Davitt (Mayo, S. 
° 7 . ( i yO, 
tershire, Forest of Dean).. 426 Mr, Dillon ee E) 


Major Rasch ( Essex, 8. 


E.).. 430 9 Mr. William Redmond (Clare, BE). 


Question put, “That the Question be now put.” 


The Committee divided : 


Question put accordingly. 


-Ayes, 194; Noes, 42. (Division List No. 7.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 200 ; Noes, 35. (Division List No. 8.) 


2. Motion made and Question proposed, “ That a supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £10,000,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to defray the 


charge which will con 


ne in course of payment during the year ending 


on the 3lst day of March 1900, for additional expenditure, in conse- 


quence of the milita 


ry situation in South Africa, in respect of the 


following Army services, viz. :— 


; £ 
Vote 1. Pay, ete., of the Army - - - - 1,000,000 
Vote 2. Medical Establishments : Pay, ete. - 50,000 
Vote 3. Militia; Pay, ete. - - - - 250,000 
Vote 6. Transport and Remounts — - - - 4,900,000 
Vote 7. Provisions, Forage and other Supplies - 1,900,000 
Vote 8. Clothing Establishments and Services - 650,000 
Vote 9. Warlike and other Stores - - 1,150,000 
Vote 10. Works, ete.: Cost (including Staff for 

Engineer Services) - - - - - 100,000 

Total - - £10,000,000 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir Ellis . A shimead- Bar 
Mr. William Redmond 


tlett er ld, Eccle maa 


“The Chairman called the attention of the Committee to continued irrele- 
vance on the part of Mr. William Redmond, Member for East Clare, and 
directed him to discontin 
addressing the Committee. 





ue his speech, but Mr. William Redmond persisted in 
Whereupon the Chairman, in pursuance to Standing 
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Order No. 27, relating to disorderly conduct, directed him to withdraw 
immediately from the ‘House during the remainder of the day’s sitting. Mr. 
William Redmond declined to obey the order of the Chair. W hereupon the 
Chairman called on the Serjeant, who removed Mr. William Redmond from 


the House.” 
Sir Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett 466 Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, E.)... 
Mr. Swift Mae Neill (Done- Dr. Clark (Caithness) 
gal, S.)... 47] Mr. Dillon ” 
Col. Kenyon- Slaney (Shrop- The First Lord of the Treasury ( Mr. 
shire, Newport)... . 475 A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 18th day of this instant 
October, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly at ten minutes before Twelve of the clock. 


COMMONS: MONDAY, 23rp OCTOBER 1899. 


PETITIONS. 
Grounp Rents (Taxation By LocaL AUTHORITIES)—Petitions in favour, from 


Heywood, Widnes, and Stockport ; to lie upon the Table .. 


INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879, 1888, AND 1898—Petitions for alteration of law, 
from Manchester, and Manchester and Salford ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors on SUNDAY—Petitions against, from Kilburn, 
Sheffield, Bye, W wegiaiaieng Saxmundham, and Penzance: to lie upon the 
Table dst iss ae “we ‘ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
CoLoNIAL Reports (ANNUAL)—Copy presented, of Report, No. 276 —— 
Annual Report for 1898) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ... as 


CoLoniAL Reports (ANNUAL)—Copy presented, of Report, No. 275 (British 
Solomon sii Annual a for 1898- ” [by ieaaenitii to lie upon 
the Table si “s ‘ bi ‘i 





UNIVERSITIES OF OxrorD AND CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OxForD)—Copy pre- 
sented, of a Statute made by the Governing Body of Worcester College, 
Oxford, at a mecting held on the 22nd Februar 'v 1899, and continued by 
adjournment on the 8th March 1899, amending Statute IIL. 10 of the 
Statutes of the College Uby Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No.8] .. ‘ sie ase ‘ sa = 


UNIVERSITIES OF OxForD AND CAMBRIDGE AcT, 1877 (OxForD)—Copy pre- 
sented, of a Statute made by the Governing Body of Brasenose College, 
Oxford, on the 15th March 1899, amending Statutes III. and XIV. of the 
a Statutes [by _ to lie —_ the asic and to be ete 

0. 9 ay? we wee eee 
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UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OxrorD)—Copy pre- 
sented, of a Statute made by the Governing Body of Pembroke College, 
Oxford, on 3rd March 1899, amending Clause 9 of Statute II. and Clause 
3 of Statute VILL. of the College Statutes [by Act]; tolie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 10]... Ae a en oe ve ae 


QUESTIONS. 


TRANSVAAL WAR—SELECTION OF Troops FoR ACTIVE SERVICE—Question, 
Major Wyndham-Quin (Glamorganshire, 8.) ; Answer, The Under Secre- 
tary of State for War (Mr. Wy ndham, Dov er) aie sins ate sve 


Army EsTIMATES—SPECIAL SERVICES IN SOUTH AFRICA—Question, Mr. 
Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, E.); Answer, The Under Secretary of State 
for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


PROGRESS OF THE WAR—Question, Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover)... 


Troors AT BELFAST—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.); Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) . 


HeAaLtu oF Troops tn InpDIA—Question, Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, 
N.E.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) sha ee na ms Sak sh sek 


CaLcuTta Municipal BrLL—Question, Mr. J. H. Roberts (Denbighshire, 
W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) he ive sei nee - “us 


ENGLAND AND ABYSSINIA—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean); Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury — A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) i“ se hs se 


Tue Warma INcIDENT—Question, Mr. Bill (Staffordshire, Leek); Answer, 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) —.. 


ENGLisH LANGUAGE AT MALTA—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) Ben hee ‘3 


AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH BrtL—Question, Mr. Galloway (Manchester, 
S.W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies asi J. Chamber. 
lain, Birminghé 1m, W.) se Bie ; 


IRREGULAR NONCONFORMIST MARRIAGES—Question, Mr. Carvell Williams 
(Nottinghamshire, Mansfield); Answer, The President of the Local 
Government Board (Mr. Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) . 


Sovtn Kenstncton Mus—EuM—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork) ; Answer, 
The Vice-President of the Committee of Council on Education (Sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University) 


INEBRIATES’ REFORMATORIES—Question, Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Sir 
M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) i ss di 
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ELECTRIC TRACTION ON METROPOLITAN RAILWAYS—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross 
and Cromarty) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade a Mr. — 
Croydon) 


COMMUNICATION ON PASSENGER TRAINS—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade — Ritchie, 
Croydon) 


Muzzuinc ORDER IN LANCASHIRE-—Question, Mr. Galloway (Manchester, 
S.W.); Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture oT Long, 
Liverpool, West Derby) sis - ie 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING OFF THE ISLAND OF LEwIs—Question, Mr. Lewis (Ross 
and Cromarty); Answer, The Lord Advocate si A. Graham Te 
Buteshire) 


HIGHLAND FisHery LoANS—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and ee yA Answer, 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) .. sm 


BRIDGE-OF-WEIR ORPHAN Homes—Question, Sir Charles Cameron (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate sea A. Graham a 
Buteshire) ‘ 


New Postace Stamps—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury) ; 
Answer, The Financial me to the em b 6a) eer 
Preston) 


NortH OF IRELAND MAIL SERVICE—Question, Colonel M‘Calmont (Antrim, 
N.); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the a a vem, 
Preston) etm ¥s 


CiviL SERVICE EXAMINATIONS—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork) ; Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


Kerry PostMEN—Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answer, The Financial 
ay to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston)... ‘ ssi 


FAIR;RENT Cases IN ULSTER—Question, Mr. M‘Cartan (Down, 8.) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


AGRARIAN CRIME IN CLARE—Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; 
Answer, The Chief ee for Ireland ieee G. W. Balfour, r, Leeds, 
Central) 


LANESBOROUGH EsTATE TENANTS—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.) ; 
Answer, The Chief eT for Ireland Sue G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) 


Mr. MicHaEL CLARKE’s ARMS LICENCE—Question, Mr. Roche (Kerry, E.) ; 
Answer, The Chief imased for Ireland wane G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) 


Fax CULTIVATION IN IRELAND—Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, E.) ; 
Answer, The Chief ented for Ireland Sanaa G. W. Balfour, sepa 
Central) 
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IMPRISONMENT FOR 


Question, Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N. ); “Answ er, "The Chief Secretary 
for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 








MANORHAMILTON WATERWORKS—Questions, Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.) 
and Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answers, The Chief t Secretary for Ireland 
(Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central)... 


PROCLAIMED MEETING IN CouNnTy LEITRIM—Question, Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh 
(Leitrim, N.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) we — tei — ~ Bis 


Irn1sH Lay AssISTANT COMMISSIONERS—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland capil G. W. Balfour, » Leeds, 
Central) 


IrtsH LAND ComMission—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork); Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Lanp LAw (IRELAND) Act, 1896— Question, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland Fas G. W. Balfour, a 
Central) ; vith hye ‘ss 


Ware's EstaTE.—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork); Answer, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


In1isH LocaAL GOVERNMENT RuULES—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork) 
Answer, The Chief sehmbiiedh for Ireland criaadl G. W. Balfour, Eeoke 
Central) 


SMALL HoLpinGs in County MAayo—Question, Dr. Robert Ambrose (Mayo, 
W.); Answer, The Chief en for Ireland oe G. W. Balfour, a 
Central) ; 


MULLINGAR CoURTHOUSE—Question, Mr. Tuite (Westmeath, N.); Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


IMPRISONMENT FOR CONTEMPT OF CouRT—CASE oF DoLAN, McGRal_, 
RAGAN, AND GALLAGHER—Question, Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland esa G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) = 


BUSINESS OF THE HovusE—STANDING OrRDERS—Question, Mr. Duncombe 
(Cumberland, Egremont) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasur ny _ 
A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) “ 


TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS—THE HAWKSLEY CORRESPONDENCE—Question, Mr. 
Stanhope (Burnley) ; Answer, The First Lord of the ignated ait A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) - 


SITTINGS OF THE HousE (EXEMPTION FROM THE STANDING ORDER) :— 


Motion made, and Question put, “That the proceedings of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, if the Committee be sitting at Twelve o’clock 
this night, be not interrupted under the Standing Order Sittings of 
the House.”—(Vr. 4. J. Bulfour.) 


The House divided—Ayes, 271 ; Noes, 40. (Division List No, 10.) 
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WAYS AND MEANS.—Considered in Committee. 


EXCHEQUER BILLS. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That towards raising the Supply 
granted to Her Majesty, the Treasury be authorised to raise any 
sum not exceeding eight million pounds by the issue of Treasury 
bills.—(Mr. Chancellor “of the Exchequer.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir H. Campbell-Banner- Mr, Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) 
man (Stirling Burghs)... 517 Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EB.) ... 518 Mr. Duckworth (Lancashire, 
Sir John Lubbock (London Middleton) _... a bs 
University) .. 527 = Mr. Alexander Cross aie 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Camlachie)  .. 
Regis) ... 528 Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) . 
Mr. H. J. Wilson (York, Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk 
W R., Holmfirth) i B30 Burghs) 


Sir F. Dixon - Hartland Mr. William Redmond (Clare, EB) 
(Middlesex, Uxbridge)... 531 Mr, E. C. Shaw (Stafford) . 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 336 ; Noes, 28, (Division List No. 11). 


CONSOLIDATED FUND. 


Motion made, and Question put, “That towards making good the Supply 
granted to Her Majesty for the service of the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1900, the sum of £10,000,000 be granted out of 
the Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom.”—(Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 336 ; Noes, 27. (Division List No. 12.) 
resolutions to be reported to-morrow. 
The House resumed. 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid)... vee ove 


SUPPLY (20TH OcroserR)—Resolutions reported :— 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 1899-1900. 


1. “That a further number of land forces, not exceeding 35,000, all ranks, 
be maintained for the service of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland at home and abroad during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1900.” 


2. “That a supplementary sum, not exceeding £10,000,000, be granted to 
Her Majesty, to defray the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, for 
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additional expenditure, in consequence of the military situation in 
South Africa, in respect of the following Army Services, viz. :— 





£ 

Vote 1. Pay, &c., of the Army ... ee i ..- 1,000,000 
Vote 2. Medical Establishments: Pay, &c. ... bei 50,000 
Vote 3. Militia: Pay, &c. ie abe bas it 250,000 
Vote 6. T ransports and Remounts : ..- 4,900,000 
Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, and other Supplies... ..- 1,900,000 
Vote 8. Clothing Este :blishments and Services ... mers 650,000 
Vote 9. W arlike and other Stores 1,150,000 
Vote 10. Works, &e.: Cost (including | Staff ‘for En- 

gineer Services)... vr aie ris res tks 100,000 

Total ‘ie aes sins hs ...£10,000,000.” 549 


Resolutions read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That this House doth agree with 
the Committee in the First Resolution.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Edmund Robertson The Under Secretary of State for 
(Dundee) vite ... 550 War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover)... 550 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) x .» 550 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 333 ; Noes, 29. (Division List No. 13.) 
Resolution agreed to. 
Motion made and Question proposed, “ That this House doth agree with 
the Committee in the Second Resolution.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Mr. Wyndham 555 
Boroughs) sie .» 853 Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) .. 555 
Motion made and Question put, “That Mr. Patrick O’Brien be suspended 
from the Service of the House.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the Fachequer.) 
The House divided :—Ayes, 316 ; Noes, 26. (Division List No 14.) 
Whereupon Mr. Speaker directed Mr. Patrick O’Brien to withdraw. 
The hon. Member then withdrew. 
DISCUSSION RESUMED :— 
Mr. Dillon én ee | Mr. William Redmond ... .. 564 


Mr. Wyndham... ... 563 


Question put, “That this House doth agree with the Committee in the 
Second Resolution.” 
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October 23.] 
The House divided :—Ayes, 308 ; Noes, 29. (Division List No. 15.) 
Resolution agreed to. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House on the 18th day of this instant 
October, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly at Eight of the clock. 





COMMONS: TUESDAY, 24TH OCTOBER 1899. 


PETITIONS. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY—Petition from Carnforth, against ; 
to lie upon the Table ... se oe 


STATUE OF OLIVER CRoMWELL—Petitions against erection on public land, 
from London and other places, and Portsea ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION AcT, 1890—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
7th October, 1899, entitled “The Somaliland Order in Council, 1899 ” [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table ... o ee ses me 


ForEIGN JuRIsDICTION Act, 1890—Copy presented, of Order in Council, of 
7th October, 1899, entitled “'The East Africa Order in Council, 1899 ” bby 
Act]; to lie upon the Table ... 


ForeIGN JURISDICTION Act, 1890—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
7th October, 1899, discontinuing the operation of the Orders in Council 
regulating Her Majesty’s Consular Jurisdiction in the Empire of Japan, 
as from 4th August, 1899 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table es 


MercHanT Suirepine Act, 1894—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 7th 
October, 1899, approving certain Pilotage Bye-laws made by the Cork 
Harbour Commissioners [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ‘ 5s 


Pusiic REVENUE (INTERCEPTION)—Return ordered, “of the Amounts of all 
Public Revenue derived from Taxes levied by Parliament, and from any 
other sources which are not paid into Her Majesty’s Exchequer, for the 
years 1896-97, 1897-98, and 1898-99, with the totals in each case (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 136, of Session 1898).”—(Mr. 
Gibson Bowles) whie “is = - 


QUESTIONS. 


OVERTIME IN THE DepTrorD VICTUALLING YARD—Question, Mr. Steadman 
ong Hamlets, Stepney); Answer, The First Lord of the penne 
(Mr. Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover Squi ire) . bes ; 


Army Recruiting StTatistics—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean); Answer, The Under seibiiiiat of State for War - 
Wyndham, Dover) vas es sled . : 
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TRANSVAAL WAR—TRANSPORT OF TROOPS—FOREIGN SAILORS ON BriTIsH 
Suips—Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) ; Answer, The 
First Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. George's, Hanover Square) 


ARMED CRUISERS TO BE USED FOR TRANSPORT—Question, Sir Howard 
Vincent (Sheffield, Central); Answer, The First Lord of the Admiralty 
(Mr. Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover Square) es aoe re 


DISTRIBUTING OF War News BY THE Post OFFICE—Questien, Colonel 
Milward (Stratford-on-Avon) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for 
War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover)... 


GRANTS TO RESERVISTS’ FAMILIES—Question, Sir Edward Gourley (Sunder- 
land); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, 
Dover) ... res 


TREATMENT OF THE WOUNDED—Questions, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Iikeston) and Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answers, The Under Secretary 
of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ou i ais af 


PROGRESS OF THE WAR—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
ee ; Answer, The Under Secret: ury of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, 
Dover) .. ie Vs es bax 


PENSIONS FOR WIDOWS OF THE SLAIN—Question, Mr. James O’Connor 
(Wicklow, W.) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr. 
J. Powell-Willianis, Birmingham, 8.) ‘ = a 


METROPOLITAN POLICEMEN AS ARMY RESERVISTS—Question, Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) “ 


Poor LAW GUARDIANS AND THE FAMILIES OF RESERVISTS—Question, Mr. 
Hazell (Leicester); Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government 
Board (Mr. T. W. Russell, Tyrone, 8.) 


ARMY RESERVES IN THE PosTAL SERVICE—Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Hanbury, Preston) — 


Fort GEoRGE WATER SuppLy—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


ARMY STATISTICS—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War wile Wyndham, 
Dov er) .. R ee , ses : 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY ON SALISBURY PLAIN—Question, Mr. Thomas 
Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield); Answer, The Financial Secretary to 
the War Office (Mr. Powell-Williams, Birmingham, in oe ~~ 


British New GuINEA—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, Mid) ; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


ALASKA—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, Mid) ; Answer, The First Lord of 
the Treasury (Mr. ra Balfour, Manchester, E.) . _ ies 
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SAMOA—RoMAN CATHOLIC Mission STATIONS—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tip- 
perary, Mid); Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) er ie sae Ms exe Se re tes 


ORDNANCE SURVEY IN IRELAND—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Long, Liverpool, 
West Derby) . aor cia dish Aer iy vet ass Mee 


Doc MvuzzLinc ORDER IN THE METROPOLIS —Questions, Mr. Cohen (Islington, 
E.) and Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; Answers, The President of the Board 
of Agriculture (Mr. Long, Liverpool, West Derby)... a 


WorKMEN’s DWELLINGS IN LoNDON—Question, Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal 
Green, S.W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department 
(Sir M. White Ridley. Lancashire, Blackpool) si 


PARLIAMENTARY REGISTERS IN THE HIGHLANDS—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross 
and Cromarty); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, 
Buteshire) ar oe sin ss si ove ose 


Cartoway Roap, IsutANnD oF LEwis—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Bute- 
shire) ... os aes — ose ve see soe ate 


AUCHNASHELLACH DEER ForEsST—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) % 


Licht RAiLways IN THE HIGHLANDS — Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Hanbury, Preston)... anh 0 he ay ae sta wae 


AUSTRALIAN Mints—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, Mid); Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) — dee 


CLonEs Post OrriceE—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.); Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) , 


Stico Post Orrice—Question, Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.); Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) svi 


WELSH ELEMENTARY EpvucaTION ReEPoRT—Question, Mr. Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Han- 
bury, Preston)... 


DEPORTATION OF [RISH PAUPERS FROM SCOTLAND—Question, Mr. M‘Cartan 
(Down, 8.) ; Answer, The Chief iinet for Ireland — G. W. Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) se 


Firies PoLic—E BARRACKS—Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) .. ‘ 


IrtsH DispENSARY Doctors’ Hotipays—Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, S.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secret wid for Ireland oe G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) . ae és siaa won sie sis 


Evictions IN Lerrrim—Case or Mrs. O’DoNNELL—Question, Mr. P. A. 
M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. 
G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) sles iss si se — sae 
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SeizurE OF A UniTep Irish LeacGue FLAG at DroMAHAIR—Questions, 


Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.) and Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; ig The 
Chief Secretary ‘for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) .. 


BEER SHops IN I[RELAND—Question, Mr. J. H. M. Campbell (Dublin, St. 
Stephen’s Green) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) ce ae si oP re J 


IrtsH LanpD CommMission—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork); Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Farr Rent Cases 1x Kerry—Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
QueEsTiIons—Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) and Mr. Dalziel 
(Kirkcaldy Burghs) ... ‘ne sith aw: iv ae a 
ANsweERS—The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


SECOND SESSION (EXPLANATION)—Bill to explain references in the Acts of the 
last Session of Parliament to the next Session, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Attorney General, the Lord Advocate, and Mr. Solicitor General... 


Second Session (Explanation) Bill —“ To explain references in the Acts of 
the last Session of Parliament to the next Session,” presented accordingly, 
and read the first time; to be read a second time To-morrow, and to be 


printed. [Bill 1] ie se ss ths — 


WAYS AND MEANS (23 





Resolutions reported :—- 
TREASURY BILLs. 


“That towards raising the Supply granted to Her Majesty, the Treasury 
be authorised to raise any sum not exceediug eight million pounds 
by the issue of Treasury bills” ... wie wae ve es eos 


CONSOLIDATED FUND. 


“That towards making good the Supply granted to Her Majesty for 
the service of the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1900, the 
sum of £10,000,000 be granted out of the Consolidated F und of the 
United Kingdom” 


Resolutions read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question put, “That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the First Resolution.” 


The House divided ;—Ayes, 237 ; Noes, 25. (Division List No. 16.) 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. James William Lowther, Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. Hanbury. 


Motion made, and Question put, “That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the Second Resolution.” 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 255 ; Noes, 23. (Division List No. 17.) 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. James William Lowther, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. Hanbury. 


Treasury Bills Bill——‘‘To raise money by Treasury bills for the service of 
the year ending on the thirty-first day of March, one thousand nine 
hundred,” presented accordingly, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time To-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 2] 


Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill—“'To apply a sum out of the 
Consolidated Fund to the service of the year ending on the thirty-first 
day of March, one thousand nine hundred, and to appropriate the Supplies 
granted in this Session of Parliament,” presented accordingly, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time To-morrow 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 18th day of this instant 
October, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly at a quarter after Four of the clock. 


COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 25rH OCTOBER 1899. 
PETITION, 


NATIONAL OLD AGE PENSIONS—Petition from Whitley Upper, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ... , . sin ies os ; 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Licut Rattways Act, 1896—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways from Wallingford, 
in the county of Berks, to Benson, in the county of Oxford, and near 
Didcot, in the county of Berks (Didcot and Watlington Light Railway 
Extensions Order, 1899) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table . 


Licut Rartways Act, 1896—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the county of 
Montgomery, between Welshpool and Llanfair Caereinion (Welshpool and 
a Light Railway Order, 1899) [by Command]; to lie upon the 


Ligut Raitways Act, 1896—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and mddified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the county of 
Essex, in and near to the borough of Southend-on-Sea (Southend-on-Sea 
and District Light Railway Order, 1899) [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table mn pi fois rm me as ne bag oe 
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Licut RatLways Act, 1896—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the county of 
Aberdeen, between Fraserburgh and St. Combs (Fraserburgh and St. 
Combs Light Railway Order, 1899) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Licht Raitways Act, 1896—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the county of 
Hampshire, between Cosham, Purbrook, Waterlooville, and Horndean 
(Portsdown and Horndean Light Railwe ods Order, Hae, by Pe 
to lie upon the Table . de bee isd Ms 


Licut Raitways Act, 1896—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, ‘authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the county of 
Lincoln, from Blyt ton to Frodingham (Trent Valley Light Railway Order, 

1899) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table — sae Se 


Licut RatLways Act, 1896—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the county of 
Cornwall, between Penzance, Newlyn, St. Just, and Land’s End (Penzance, 
Newlyn, and West Cornwall Light “Railw ay | Order, 1899) by re 
to lie upon the Table ... . 


Ligut Rattways Act, 1896—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the county of 
Dorset, from |} -oole to County Gates (Poole and District Light upped 
Order, 1899) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ‘as 


Licut Raimways Act, 1896—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the county of 
Kent, in the borough of Chatham, and the urban district of nee 
(Chatham and District Light Railways Order, aici [by ( Comm: ma 
lie upon the Table... in we se ms 


Licker Raitways Act, 1896—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the county of 
Ayr, between Girvan and Ayr (Glasgow and South Western Railway 
(Maidens and Dunure Light mane) Order, 1899) [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table aap <e a ‘iy ee ne ies 


TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES)—Copy presented, of re 
and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 516 [by Command] ; t 
lie upon the Table... Stes kee se se sie a 


EXPLosions (ST. HELENS) —Copy presented, of Report by Colonel A. Ford, 
C.B., Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Explosives, on the circumstances 
attending an explosion which occurred at the Kurtry Chemical Works 
of the United Alkali Company, Limited, at St. Helens, on 12th May, 
1899 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table sii ove 
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QUESTION. 


TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS—CHARGES AGAINST Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN—Question, 


Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury 


(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
SITTINGS OF THE House (WEDNESDAY)—Ordered, That Government busi- 
ness be not interrupted this day at half-past five nor six o’clock, and may 


be entered upon at any hour though opposed.—(J/r. 4. J. Balfour.) 


Second Session (Explanation) Bill—-[Seconp Reapinc]—Order for Second 
Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(M/r. Attorney General.) 


Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ... 
Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for To-morrow. 


Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill—[Srconp Reapine]—Order for 


Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett The Secretary of State for the Colonics 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall) ... 600 (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birming- 
Mr. Dalziel aiid ham, W.) as aa rion 
Burghs) iv 604 Mr. Courtney (Cornwall, Bodmin) 


Major Rasch (Essex SE. 613. Mn. Atherley-Jones (Durham,N.IW.) 
rg oar ain ) i Sir John Lubbock (London Univer- 


ie ae eee et sity)... 

a .¢ — ( athness) a 622 Mr. Henry Broadhurst (L eicester) 
rs , meas | atc 693 The First Lord of the Treasury 
seshop AUChKUNM eee a Mr. A. J. ? M ‘ 
Mr. Lubouchere (Northamp- 24 wo viene aa 
fon)... 628 Mr. Dillon (May, B.) ... 
Mr. Sydney Gedge (IW ‘alsall) 638 Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E. ) 
Sir Villiam — Mr. Swift MacNeill Sia 8.) 
mouthshire, W.) .. 644 Mr, Flavin (Kerry, N.) . ; 


The House divided :—Ayes, 224 ; Noes, 28. (Division List No. 18.) 
Bill read a second time and committed for To-morrow. 
Treasury Bills Bill—{Seconp Reapinc|—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 
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DISCUSSION :— 


Sir William Harcourt (Mon- The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir 
mouthshire, W.) ... 698 M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) ... 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for To-morrow. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 18th day of this instant 
October, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly at twenty minutes before Nine of the clock. 


LORDS : THURSDAY, 26TH OCTOBER 1899. 


JupiciAL Bustness—Ordered, That this House do meet on Thursday, the 16th 
day of November next, at Eleven o'clock, for the purpose of hearing and 
determining Appeals and matters connected therewith, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876 ; and ‘that during such 
meeting of the House leave be given to the Appeal Committee to meet 


Appress—The Queen’s Answer to the Address of Tuesday, the 17th instant, 
reported ; and Address and Answer to be printed and published ... PF 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


TrapE Reports—I. Annual Series: No. 2,362. Trade of Chiengmai and 
District for year 1898. II. Miscellaneous Series: No. 516. Swiss Trade 
with Germany, France, and Great Britain 


CoLoniEs (ANNUAL)—No. 275. British Solomon Islands: Report for 1898-99. 
No. 276. Gibraltar: Report for 1898 se a ‘ei 


MISCELLANEOUS, No, 1—Correspondence respecting the Peace Conference held 
at the Hague in 1899 [in continuation of Russia, No. 1 (1899)] 


EXpLosives (EXPLOSION AT THE Kurtz CHEMICAL WoRKsS AT St. HELENS)— 
Report to the Secretary of State for the Home Department, by Colonel 
A. Ford, C.B., Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Explosives, on the circum- 
stances attending an explosion which occurred at the Kurtz Chemical 
Works of the United Alkali Waist Limited, at St. Helens, on the 12th 
May, 1899 ___..... as we ; ae ee ven ea 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND)—Return for the quarter ended 30th Septem- 
ber, 1899 “ a i — je ve 


Lanp Law (IRELAND) Act, 1887 (Eviction NotTicEs)—Return of eviction 
notices filed during the quarter ended 30th September, 1899... 
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Licht Rattways Act, 1896—Orders made by Commissioners and modified 
and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising construction of light 
railways as follows :—(1) In the county of Aberdeen, between Fraserbur g 
and St. Combs. (2) In the county of Cornwall, between P enzance, Newlyn, 
St. Just, and Land’s End. (3) In the county of Dorset, from Poole to 
County Gates. (4) In the county of Essex, in and near to the borough of 
Southend-on-Sea. (5) In the County of "Hampshire, between Cosham, 
Purbrook, Waterlooville, and Horndean. (6) In the county of Kent, in 
the borough of Chatham and the urban district of Gillingham. (7) In the 
county of Lincoln, from Blyton to Frodingham. (8) In the county of 
Montgomery, between Welshpool and Llanfair Caereinion. (9) In the 
county of Ayr, between Girvan and Ayr. (10) In the county of Berks, 
from Wallingford to Benson in the county of Oxford, and near Didcot in 
the county of Berks 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


ForEIGn Jurispiction Act, 1890—I. Order in Council, dated the 7th October, 
1899, discontinuing the operation of the Orders in Council regulating Her 
Majesty’s Consular Jurisdiction in the Empire of Japan as from the 4th 
August, 1899.——II. Order in Council, dated the 7th October, 1899, 
entitled “The Somaliland Order in Council, 1899.”———III. Order in 
Council, dated the 7th October, 1899, entitled “The East Africa Order 
in Council, 1899” —... =e se ois “ee re ‘cd ae 


MERCHANT Sutpprnc Act, 1894—Order of Her Majesty in Council, dated the 
7th day of October, 1899, approving certain pilotage bye- laws made by 
the Cork Harbour Commissioners 


SUPERANNUATION—Treasury Minute, dated 21st September 1899, declaring 
that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the office of Legal 
Adviser in the Estates Duty Office of the Department of Inland Revenue, 
professional or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired 
in the public service are required 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877—(1) Statute made by 
the Governing Body of Brasenose College, Oxford, on the 15th March 
1899, altering Statutes III. and XVI. of the Statutes of that College 
(2) Statute made by the Governing Body of Pembroke College, Oxford, 
on the 3rd day of March 1899, amending Clause 9 of Statute II. and 
Clause 3 of Statute VIII. of the Statutes of that College——(3) Statute 
made by the Governing Body of Worcester College, Oxford, at a meeting 
held on the 22nd of February 1899, and continued by adjournment on the 
8th March 1899, amending Statute III.—10 of the Statutes of the College 





Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. (No. 1.) 


MARGATE PreR AND HAarsour—Report and statement of accounts for year 
ended 5th April 1899. Delivered (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie 
on the Table , iva ae ‘s ‘9 oes an = 
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LANDS AND HERITAGES (ScOTLAND)—Return showing the valuation of lands 
and heritages throughout Scotland, according to the valuation rolls, for 
the years, in the areas, and under the headings specified below :— 









Heading. 


(2) Agricultural lands 
and heritages 

(b) Woodlands — and 
sporting rentals 


(c) Buildings... 


(d) Railways and canals 


(c) Other rateable pro- 
perty 


(f) Property in valua- 
tion roll not 
rated 


(g) Total 


Areas, 


County, parish, burgh, and _ police 


burgh 
(1) County, burgh, and police 
burgh 


| (2) Parish .. 


(1) County, burgh, and __ police 
burgh 

(2) Parish ... oe Bes A, 

County, parish, burgh, and_ police 


burgh 
(1) County, burgh, and __ police 
burgh 


(2) Parish ... ae e. Z. 

(1) County, burgh, and __ police 
burgh 

(2) Parish ... a ” oe 

County, parish, burgh, and _ police 


Years. 


1896 and 1900 
1896 and 1900 


1900 
1896 and 1900 


1900 
1896 and 1900 


1896 and 1900 


1900 
1896 and 1900 


1900 
1896 and 1900 


























burgh 





For the purposes of this Return the heading “ Agricultural Lands and 
Heritages” has the meaning assigned thereto in the Agricultural Rates, 
ete. (Scotland) Act, 1896 ; the heading “ Buldings ” includes houses (other 
than houses included under the heading Agricultural Land and Heritages), 
shops, warehouses, mills, and factories; also such land as forms a 
pertinent of the houses and is rated in cumulo with them; the heading 
“Railways and Canals ” includes stations and depéts ; the heading “ Other 
Rateable Property” includes quarries, mines, ironworks, tramways, gas- 
works, waterworks, docks, wharves, harbours, and all other lands and 
heritages not properly coming under another heading; the expression 
“ year,’ means the year ending at Whitsunday in the year specified ; and 
the expression “county ” means a county exclusive of any royal, parlia- 
mentary, or police burghs, wholly or partially situate therein, and does 
not include a county of a city. Ordered to be laid before this House.— 


(The Lord Churchill (for the Lord Balfour).) ... 


Second Session (Explanation) Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read 
1¢; to be printed ; and to be read 2¢ To-morrow.—(The Marquess of Salis- 
bury.) (No. 2.) nee ai me ‘i eve = si a 

BUSINESS OF THE House—Standing Orders No. XXXIX. and XLV. to be 
considered To-morrow, in order to their being suspended for that day’s 
sitting. ... a sia ee noe ‘ata an eee ins 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five of the clock. 
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COMMONS: THURSDAY, 26TH OCTOBER 1899. 


(QJUEEN’S SPEECH—The Treasurer of the Household a capase Her ee s 
Answer to the Address is _ aa ons vi eee a 


PETITION. 


NATIONAL OLD AGE PENSIONS—Petition from Stewarton, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SUPERANNUATIONS—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 21st September 
1899, declaring that, for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of 
the office of Legal Adviser to the Estate Duty Office of the Department of 
Inland Revenue, professional or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily 
to be acquired in the public service are requisite [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table Aas ra ae Re S23 aad 


SALISBURY PLAIN (PROPERTY PURCHASED)—Address for ‘Return of Pro- 
perty purchased by the War Office in Salisbury Plain, showing separately 
for each estate purchased at the time of purchase (1) the name and 
acreage of the estate ; (2) the name of the vendor; (3) date of purchase 
and manner of purchase ; (4) gross rental; (5) deductions from such 
gross rental, viz.: («) land tax, only so far as paid by the landlord ; 
()) rates, only so far as paid by the landlord ; (c) taxes, only so far as 
paid by the landlord ; (¢) tithe rent-charge, only so far as paid by the 
landlord ; (¢) quit rents; (/) fines and fees in respect of copyholds ; 
(g) any other deductions properly to be made; (6) purchase money ; 
(7) totals of each column.” —(Mr. Tioinsis Bayley) as 


ELECTIONS (SCOTLAND).—Return ordered, “of the Cost of the elections of 
County Councils, Town Councils, and Burgh Commissioners, and Parish 
Councils in Scotland, as first held simultaneously in 1898, in terms of the 
Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894, under the fo} lowing headings :— 


ie 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 8. 9. 





| Parishes | Number | 
| wholly or |of electors; | 


Number Number of 
partly jon parish | 


Cost, of of | County 


within {council re- Parishes | Went al elections ‘electoral electoral 
County, County, | gister for and parish elections charged | divisions divisions or Total 
Burgh, Bargh, or| such wards | charged | County j in county, burgh or | Cost 
BA Police | parishes her to C Own | or wards | po ice | 
Police | Burgh, and | election | parish | Council | (if any) argh | oc 
Burghs. specifying} parish was | couneil.| 0° Burgh | in Burgh} wards in | “02S. 
each | wards | contested Commis- | 5, Police|which elec-| 
parish | respec- sioners. | Burgh. | tion was | 
ward. tively. contested. | 
| | 











ai Py] 
Pt | 


—(The Lord Advocate) ses ie sh wi 
VOL. LXXVII. [Fourtu Series. | gy 
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QUESTIONS. 


TRANSVAAL WAR—TRANSPORT OF TROOPS—THE “ ZAYATHLA” AND THE 
“ ZIBENGHLA ”—Questions, Mr. Bill (Leek, Staffordshire), General Russell 
(Cheltenham) and Sir E. Gourley (Sunderland) ; Answers, The First Lord 
of the Admiralty (Mr. G. J. Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover Square) 


EMPLOYMENT OF THE VOLUNTEERS IN ACTIVE SERVICE—-Questions, Sir 
Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) and Mr. Duncombe (Cumberland, 
Egremont) ; Answers, The Under Sec scien: of State for War _— or 
ham, Dover) R 


CARE OF THE WoUNDED—Question, Mr. Dillon (Maye, E.); Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) oe 


BuLLEts UsED IN THE WAR—Questions, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) and Mr. 
Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answers, The Under Secretary of State for 
War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) “ - 


UNIFORMS OF SPECIAL CoLouR—Question, Mr. Brookfield (Sussex, Rye) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover)... 


THE RkESERVISTS—Questions, Sir Howard. Vincent (Sheffield, Central) and 
Major Rasch (Essex, $.E.) ; Answers, The Under Secretary of State for 
War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) and The Financial Secretary to the War 
Office (Mr. Powell-Williams, Birmingham, 5.) ; + ss ne 


MEDICAL REJECTIONS OF SOLDIERS—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield 
Central) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, 
Dover) ... - ee se ce vr vas oa sag ae 


PROGRESS OF THE WAR—CAPTURE OF HussArRs— CAVALRY ESTABLISHMEN1 
Questions, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) and Mr. Gretton (Derbyshire, 8.) ; 
Answers, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


THE CapruRED HussArs—Answers, Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) and Sir 
Charles Dilke (Gloucester, Forest of Dean); Answers, The Under Secre- 
tary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


THE Roya Patriotic FUND—-Questions, Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield) and Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ; Answers, The Tae Sec- 
retary to the War Office (Mr. Powell-Williams, Birmingham, $ Rs 


SunpAyY DELIVERY OF SouTH AFRICAN MAILs—Question, Mr. Henniker 
Heaton (Canterbury) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Hanbury, Preston) : cs ses 


PARCELS FOR SOLDIERS ON ACTIVE SERVICE—Question, Mr. Jeffreys (Hants, 
Basingstoke) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Hanbury, Preston) ss “is six Sis 


PUBLICATION OF piggies Mr. need Broadhurst eee 3 
No answer was given . aes > Bes 3 we 


INCITEMENT TO TREASON—Question, Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, S.) ; 
Answer, The Attorney General (Sir R. Webster, Isle of Wight) ... 


Page 


719 








eS 


Li y 


Ra 


DE: 


Lu 


Sw 














TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


October 26.] 


ArMy CONTRACTS—Question, Sir Fortescue Flannery Yorkshire, Shipley) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office ¥ Mr. Powell-Williams, 
Birmingham, 8.) bed : 


CoAL FoR THE NAvy—Question, Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk); Answer, The 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester shire, E.) 


THE CHANNEL ISLANDS MILITIA—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. "Wyndham, Dover) 


LICENSED VICTUALLERS AND THE ARMY—REFUSAL TO SERVE PRIVATE 
SOLDIERS—Question, Major Rasch (lssex, S.E.); Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) me 33 a 


ArMY VETERANS—Question, Mr Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answer, The Financial 
Secretary to the War Office (Mr. Powell-Williams, Birmingham, 8.) 


THe Swazis—-Question, Sir Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
(Birmingham, Way sas es ; 


DeELAGOA BAy—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, The First 
Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


3RITISH TRADE IN THE FAR EAst-—Question, Mr. J. H. Roberts (Denbigh- 
shire, W.); Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) 


THE Loss oF THE * KOWSHING ~-Questions, Mr. Provand (Glasgow, Black- 
friars) and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answers, The First Lord of 
the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... 


LocaL TAXATION. —INTERCEPTED REVENUE—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles 
(Lynn Regis) and Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs); Answers, The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


Post OFFICE SAVINGS BANK—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


THR MERCANTILE MARINE AND THE RoyaL NAVAL RESERVE—Question, 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, The Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


Raitbway Byr-Laws—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) : 


DestITUTE ALIENS—Question, Mr. Lowles (Shoreditch, Haggerston) ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


LuDGATE HILL Stration-—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


Swine FEVER REGULATIONS IN EssEX—Question, Major Rasch (Essex, 8.E.) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Long, Liverpool, 
West Derby) fit of we mg ‘ 
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HyYDROPHOBIA AND RABIES—Question, Mr. Macdona (Southwark, Rotherhithe) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of a nis Long, Liverpool, 
West Derby) . ee eos ‘ io ‘i ssi 


DRINKING TROUGHS FOR Horses—Question, Mr. Sinclair (Essex, Romford) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of — 969 — Liver- 
pool, W ‘est Derby) 


Poor Law STAaTisTics—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, 
The President of the Local Government Board — —— Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford) : vr : . is 


HIGHLAND DEER ForEsTs—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ... we oni 


New ScotcH FisHery CruiseErR—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ... ce a 


ScotcH Prison ADMINISTRATION—Question, Sir Charles Cameron (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate = A. Graham Murray, Bute- 
shire) - 2 


Lanpd Tax CoMMISSIONERS—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Hanbury, Preston) ies se i 


RE-TRANSMISSION OF TELEGRAMS—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canter- 
bury); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston) _ Xs 4s ms 


THE Post OFFICE AND THE “ DUBLIN DAILY Express ”-—Question, Mr. Dillon 
(Mayo, E.); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Hanbury, Preston) bs Ba rae is va 


TELEGRAPHIC CHARGE ANOMALIES—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canter- 
bury) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. — 
Preston) ; is ks paid . 


CHARGES FOR TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESSES—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton 
(Canterbury) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Hanbury, Preston) ie 


TELEPHONE Rates IN LonpoN—Question, Mr. Provand (Glasgow, Black- 
friars) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston) ¥ rhe 


IrIsH LAND Comission PROCEDURE—Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland eages G. W. Balfour, teats 
Central) > és 


CAHIRCIVEEN LAND ComMIsst1oN—Questions, Mr. T. J. Farrell (Kerry, E.) and 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answers, The Chief Bescevagn for Ireland _ 
G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Ware's Estate—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork); Answer, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) FP 
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IrisH LAND REVALUATIONS—Question, Mr. M‘Cartan (Down, 8.) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


MUZzZLING ORDER IN IRELAND—Question, Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


INNISHOWEN Rurat Districr Councit—Question, Mr. T. B. Curran 
(Donegal, N.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland — G. W. 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) 

Irish LocAL GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENTS-—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill 
(Donegal, S.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) sien es ee see ss 


Mayo County Court—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Cork LuNatICS—-Question, Captain Donelan (Cork, E.); Answer, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central)... 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION—MAJor RASCH AND Dr. CLARK :— 
Major Rasch (Essex, S.E.) 
Dr. Clark (Caithness) 
PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


SITTING OF THE HousE (FRipAY)—Resolved, That this House do meet 
To-morrow morning at half-past Ten of the clock.—(Mr. Balfour) 


Second Session (Explanation) Bill—Considered in Committee, and 
reported, without Amendment ; Bill read the third time and passed 


Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill—Considered in Committee, and 


reported, without Amendment ; to be read the third time To-morrow 


Treasury Bills Bill—Considered in Committee, and reported, without 
Amendment ; to be read the third time To-morrow oe ais was 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 18th day of this instant 
October, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly, at ten minutes after Four of the Clock. 


LORDS, FRIDAY, 27rH OCTOBER 1899. 


JUDICIAL Business—Ordered, That for the purposes of the judicial business of 
this House, Thursday the 16th day of November next be deemed the 
“first sitting day after the Recess ” ea 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INDIA (SANITARY ee on panes Measures in India in 
1897-98. Vol. XXXI. — ye s 
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West InpiEs—Further correspondence relating to the hurricane on 10th-12th 


September 1898, and the relief of distress caused thereby (in continuation 
of [C. 9205], March 1899) 5% 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 

BUSINESS OF THE House—Standing Orders No. XXXIX. and XLY. con- 

sidered (according to Order), and suspended for this day’s sitting 
PETITIONS. 

STATUE TO OLIVER CROMWELL. —Petitions that this House will refuse permis- 
sion for the erection of a statue to Oliver Cromwell on public land ; of 
persons signing three petitions ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 

MEMORIAL STATUES-—Moved to resolve, “ That it is inexpedient that memorial 


statues should be erected within the precincts of the Palace of Westminster 
without the sanction of Parliament.”—(The Earl of Hardwicke.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of i} "PMMYSS 753 The Lord Chancellor (The Karl of 
Viscount Sidmouth 756 Halsbury) , hy tea 
The Earl of Hardwick 757 Viscount Sidmouth 
Lord Churchill 757 The Earl of Hardwicke 


The Earl of Wemyss 


On Question, their Lordships divided : —Contents, 6 ; Not-contents, 4. 


Second Session (Explanation) Bill—Read 2¢ (according to order); 
Committee negatived ; then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. having been 
suspended) Bill read 3¢ and passed asi 


Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill—Treasury Bills Bill —Brought 
from the Commons ; Read 1¢; then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. having 
been suspended) Bills read 2¢ (the Earl IWaldeqrave) ; Committee negatived ; 
sills read 3°, and passed = a 

House adjourned during pleasure. 
House resumed. 
ROYAL ASSENT. 

Commission—The following Bills received the Royal Assent: 


1. Consolidated Fund (Appropriation): 2. Treasury Bills ; 3. Second 
Session (Explanation) es me 


QUEEN’S SPEECH... se ae ot ns ase sec oe “as 


Then a Commission for proroguing the Parliament was read. 
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October 27.| 
COMMONS, FRIDAY, 27rH OCTOBER 1899. 


The House met at half-past Ten of the clock, 


PETITION. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY—Petition from Camden Street, 
London, for alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETU. 


PEACE CONFERENCE AT THE HAGUE (MISCELLANEOUS, No. 1, 1899)—Copy pre- 
sented, of Correspondence respecting the Peace Conference held at The 
Hague in 1899 (in continuation of Russia, No. 1, of Session — [by 
Command] : to lie upon the Table e eas 


West [Npies (HURRICANE OF SEPTEMBER, 1898)-—Copy presented, of Further 
Corespondence relating to the Hurricane on 10th and 12th September 
1898, and Relief of Distress caused thereby (in continuation of C. 9205, 
Session 1899) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


East INDIA (SANITARY MEASURES)-—Copy hee of Report on Sanitary 
Measures in India in 1897-8, Vol. XXXI. [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table 7 ae 3 sie oe ot 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND)——Copy presented, of Return for the quarter 
ended 30th September, 1899 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


LAND Law (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 (Eviction Norices)—Copy presented, of 
Return of the number of Eviction Notices filed during the quarter ended 
30th September, 1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ; 


Pusiic REVENUE (INTERCEPTION)—RKeturn presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 24th October ; Mr. Gibson Bowles|; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 12]... ae vit e Les a sa oe 


PARLIAMENTARY PApERS—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table—List of the Bills, 
Xeports, Estimates, and Accounts and Papers printed by order of the 
House, and of Papers presented by Command, Session 2, 1899, with a 
(seneral Alphabetical Index thereto, 26th Parliament, Sixth Session, 63 
Vict., 17th October, 1899 to 27th October, 1899 ; to be printed. [No. 13] 


New Writ ror THE BoroucH or Exerer—In the room of the Hon. Sir 
psd Stafford oe Baronet (Chiltern Hundreds).—(Sir Villiam 
Walrond) be sus pai P oa i we ee 


QUESTIONS. 


BRITISH AND FOREIGN FLEETS—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) ; Answer, The First Lord of the era ~— Goschen, 
St. George’s, Hanover Square) 


TRANSVAAL WAR—NAVAL CONTINGENT FOR SERVICE IN THE FIELD— 
Question, Sir J. Colomb (Yarmouth); Answer, The First Lord of the 
Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover Square) ... wen nie 
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October 27.| 


GERMAN OFFICERS WITH THE BOER 
Question, Mr. James Bailey (Newington, Walworth) ; 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


ARMY—CAPTURE OF CoL. SCHIEL 
Answer, The Under 





Mauritius GARRISON—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War ae W sécaeaeane 
Dover) .. ‘ be sh 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
Consolidated Fund 


propriation) Bill—[Tuirp Reapinc}]—Order 
for Third Reading ap 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


DISCUSSION : 


Sir Wilfrid Lawson (Cum- 


Mr. Bryn Roberts cacti 


berland, Cockermouth)... 765 Eifion)... 
Mr. Strauss (Cornwall, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis)... 
Camborne) 768 = Mr. Luttrell (Devon, Tavistock) ... 
Dr, Clark (Caithness) -» 469 Sir Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett (Shef- 
The Secretary of State for field, Ecclesall) 
the Colonies (Mr. J. Mr. Maclvor (Liverpool, Kirkdale) 
Chamberlain, Birming- Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon, ete.) 
ham, IV.) ess ema 


Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time and passed. 
Treasury Bills Bill—Read a third time and passed 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorpDS—That they have agreed to— 
1. Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill; 2. Treasury Bills ill ; 
3. Second Session (Explanation) Bill, without Amendment 1 
Roya. AssENt—Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 
and the Royal Assent was given to— 


Appropriation Act, 1889 (Session 2); 2. Treasury Bills Act, 
1889; 3. Second Session (Explanation) Act, 1899 


The House went ; 


And afterwards Her Majesty’s Most Gracious Speech was delivered 
to both Houses of Parliament by the Lord High Chancellor (in pursu- 
ance of Her Majesty’s Commands). 


Then a Commission for Proroguing the Parliament was read. 


END OF CONTENTS OF VOLUME LXXVII. 
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Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill, 1899 (Session 2)! 


| 


Read 1°... ... Oct. 24 


Read 2° 2...) 2... Oct. 25 
Connnittee .. Oct. 26 
Read 3° 2... 2... Oct. 27 


Read 1¢ 24 and 3¢ Oct. 27 


Second Session (explanation) Read 1@ 2... 2... Oct. 24 


Read 2° ... ... Oct. 25 


Committee ... Oct. 26 


Read 3° ... 2...) Oct. 26 


Read 1 1... 1...) Oct. 26 


Read 2¢ and 34) Oct. 27 


Treasury Bills Read 1°... ... Oct. 24 


Read 2° 1...) 2... Oct. 25 


Committee .. Oct. 26 


Read 3° ... .... Oct. 27 


Read 1¢ 2¢ and 3@ Oct. 27 
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ERRATA. 


In his speech on October 17th, Mr. Drage desires the following corrections to be 
noted :-— Page 116, line 13, should read “ Although the English language is 
generally used, yet it is forbidden in public documents and proceedings. 
In public schools it may not be used after Standard TIT, and the regula- 
tions are such, etc.” 


Page 117, line 37, alter “7,000” to “13,000.” 


Page 117, line 40, alter 13,000” to “38,500.” 





<in Asterisk (*) at the commencement Ff a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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THE 





PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 


IN 


SIXTH SESSION or THE 


UNITED KINGDOM OF 


TO MEET THE 17TH OCTOBER 1899, 


TWENTY-SIXTH 
GREAT BRITAIN 


THE 


PARLIAMENT OF THE 


AND JRELAND, APPoINteD 


IN THE 63RD YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA. 
FIRST VOLUME OF SESSION, OCTOBER 1899. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. military forces of this country by calling 
Tuesd vy, 17th October 1899. ee eae Sips teem the 


THE SIXTH SESSION oF THE 
FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT © of 
Her Majesty the Queen, and the Twenty- 
sixth Parliament of the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland, was opened 
by Commission at Two of the Clock. 


The Lords Commissioners were :—The | 


Lorp CHANCELLOR (the Earl of Hals- 
bury), the Ear oF PEMBROKE (Lord 
Steward of the Household), the DUKE oF 
MARLBOROUGH (Paymaster-General), the 
EARL OF COVENTRY 
Buckhounds), and LorpD BALFOUR OF 
BURLEIGH (Secretary for Scotland). 


The Commons being at the Bar with | 
their Speaker, the LORD CHANCELLOR | 
delivered Her Majesty’s Speech to both 
Houses of Parliament as follows :— 


THE QUEEN'S SPEECH. 
* Wy Lords and Gentlemen, 
“Within a very brief period after the | 
recent prorogation, I am compelled by | 
events deeply affecting the interests of | 


my Empire to recur to your advice and | 
aid. The state of affairs in South Africa | 


has made it expedient that my Govern- | 
ment should be enabled to strengthen the | 


VOL. LXXVIL. 


[FOURTH SERIES. | 


(Master of the | 


provisions of the law render it necessary 
that Parliament should be called together. 


“Except for the difficulties that have 
been caused by the action of the South 
African Republic, the condition of the 
world continues to be peaceful. 


“ Gentlemen of the House of Coiinons, 


“ Measures will be laid before vou for 
the purpose of providing for the expendi- 
ture which has been or may be caused by 
events in South Africa. The Estimates 
for the ensuing year will be submitted to 
you in due course. 


“ My Lords and Gentlemen, 


“There are many subjects of domestic 
interest to which your attention will be 
invited at a later period, when the ordi- 


nary season for the labours of a Parlia- 


Fx Di 


mentary Session has been reached. 


the present I have invited your attendance 
| in order to ask you to deal with an excep- 


| tional exigency, and I pray that, in per- 
|forming the duties which claim your 
|attention, you may have the guidance 
and blessing of Almighty God.” 


Then the Commons withdrew. 


House adjourned during pleasure. 
A 








3 Address in Answer to 
House resumed. 


ROLL OF THE LORDS. 

Norroy King of Arms attending, de- 
livered at the Table (in the usual manner) 
a List of the Lords Temporal in the Sixth 
Session of the Twenty-sixth Parliament 
of the United Kingdom: The same was 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


SELECT VESTRIES. 
Bill, pro forma, read 14. 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 

THE LORD CHANCELLOR delivered 
the Report of Her  MAJEstTy’s 
(GRACIOUS SPEECH from the Throne. 


*THe MARQUESS or GRANBY: My 
Lords, in rising to move that an humble 
Address be presented by your Lordships 
in reply to the gracious Speech from the 
Throne, I would venture to remind your 
Lordships that there is one custom which 
always obtains in this House, whether 
these benches be occupied by those who 
support the present Government or by 
noble Lords who sit on the other side, 
and it is that you invariably extend your 
kind indulgence to anyone placed in the 
position which I oceupy at this moment. I 
hope you will continue that indulgence to 
me. I would point out to your Lordships 
that the gracious Speech which you have 
just heard read is the last — from 
the Throne that will be made dtring the 
present century. Usually the Speech 
from the Throne touches upon a great 
variety of subjects, and extends over a 
large field of foreign and domestic affairs, 
bat in the present case it deals practically 
with only one subject, which is contained 
in the following paragraph : 

“The state of affairs in South Africa has 
made it expedient that my Gcvernment should 
he enabled to strengthen the military forces of 
this country by calling out the Reserve.” 

‘hat is, in itself, a very momentous state- 
ment, and I venture to think that it is 
many years since the gracious Speech 
from the Throne has contained matter of 
more vital and serious import to your 
Lordships and to the country at large. 
The mere fact that Parliament has been 


{LORDS} 


,summoned at this period of the year is 
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also a sign that there is a position of some 
gravity for the consideration of the 
country, and I think the brevity of the 
gracious Speech is more than counter- 
balanced by the gravity of the 
matter which it contains. What 
is the state of affairs in South 
Africa to which reference is made? 
It is war—war between the Transvaal 
Republic and the Orange Free State and 
the Empire of Great Britain. That is a 
state of things which has been brought 
about not by the action of Her Majesty’s 
Government, but by the deliberate action, 
at the last moment, of the Governments 
of the Transvaal and the Orange Free 
State. I had hoped that it would have 
heen possible for me, when I should have 
the honour of addressing your Lordships, 
to have said that there was still some 
faint chance of peace being preserved 
hetween these countries, and that it was 
within the bounds of possibility that the 
dread arbitrament of war would be 
averted. But that was not to be, and 
war has been forced upon us not by any 
action of this country, but by that of 
others. It is perfectly well known to 
your Lordships that these difficulties in 
South Africa, which have culminated in 
the present condition of affairs, have been 
accumulating for years past. They are 
not the mere accidents of a day. Ever 
since the Transvaal had self-government 
restored to it by England in 1881, the 
state and condition of British subjects in 
that country have been steadily going from 
bad to worse. We cannot help teeling 
that the grip of the Boer administration 
has been very steadily tightening on the 
throat of the Uitlander population in the 
Transvaal. It would not be proper for 
me to attempt to go deeply into the 
causes which have led up to the present 
condition of affairs in the Transvaal, nor 
shall I weary your Lordships by attempt- 
ing to recapitulate at any jength the 
grievances under which it has been proved 
the Uitlander population and the British 
subjects in the Transvaal labour. But 
I must venture, very briefly, to allude to 
one or two of the disabilities under which 
the Uitlander population suffer. Your 
Lordships are perfectly well aware that 
the Uitlander population in the Trans- 
vaal, amongst whom are a large number 
of Her Majesty’s subjects, are at this 
moment not permitted to have a vote. 
The education of their children is only 
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allowed under restrictive conditions{ included, went still further, and a Con- 
which make it almost impossible | ference took place between the High 


for them to be educated at all. 
They are not allowed to bear arms, 
they are taxed to an enormous and 
disproportionate extent, and I am afraid 
we must say they are bullied and per- 
secuted by the Boer police. Although, 
by their exertions, they supply a very 


large amount of the annual revenue of | 


the Transvaal, the Uitlanders are denied 


any direct share in the management and | 


administration of the country, and I do 
not think your Lordships will consider 


that to be a condition of affairs which | 


can be allowed to continue. Were such a 


state of things to exist in any country | 


with which England had no direct con 
nection, I almost think vour Lordships 
would consider it to be intoferable ; but it 
is all the more so when you remember 
that these grievances exist in a territory 
to which self-government was only re- 
stored by this country in 1881 under 
conditions the most important of which 
was that there should be equal burgher 
rights as between British subjects and 
the Boers, which, after all, means that 
there should be equal rights between all 
white men in the Transvaa!. For many 
months past—I may say for years past— 
negotiations have been going on between 
the British Government and the Govern- 
ment of the Transvaal with the object of 
placing the status of the Uitlander popula- 
tionupon a more satisfactory footing, and of 
ameliorating, by all peaceful means, their 
condition. I regret, my Lords, that these 
negotiations have been unsuccessful. It 
isnot for me to attempt to give any 
reasons for that failure, but I firmly be- 
lieve that all possible means have been 
taken by Her Majesty’s Government to 
bring about a peaceful issue of these numer- 
ous negotiations. Two years ago one of 
the ablest of Englishmen—Sir Alfred 
Milner—was sent out to South Africa as 
High Commissioner, and he has fully 
considered, and thoroughly inquired 
into, every question that has been brought 
before him with regard to the wrongs of 
the Uitlanders in the Transvaal. After 
two years of anxious investigation, of 
anxious thought, and of anxious care on 
his part, what is his verdic. : In his 
own words, he says: ‘the case 
for intervention is overwhelming.” 
Under these circumstances Her Majesty’s 
Government, on the receipt of the com. 
munication in which that sentence was 


; Commissioner and the President of the 
| Transvaal Republic. Your Lordships will 
deeply regret that all the negotiations 
| which took place at that Conference proved 
barren and useless. Every attempt on 
the part of Sir Alfred Milner to get the 
| President of the Republic to agree to 
effect reforms—chiefly franchise reforms 
—was either met by a stolid refusal, or 
was clogged by such conditions as to 
absolutely stultify the granting of the 
| proposed reforms. One may fairly say 
that the matter ended there, for although 
| since then Her Majesty’s Government, in 
| the interests of peace, have gone as far 
as I believe any Government in any 
country have ever gone to promote peace, 
it has been impossible for them to go 
further. In fact, any other steps were 
rendered impossible by the ultimatum 
which the Boer Government sent to this 
country within the last ten days. The 
terms of that ultimatum were of such a 
nature that no Government with one 
atom of self-respect, or one grain of in- 
terest in the welfare of those over whom 
it was placed, either here or abroad, could 
by any possibility have accepted. It is 
difficult to say whether the ultimatum is 
characterised more by audacity or by in- 
sanity. I think every one will admit that 
Her Majesty’s Government have done all 
they possibly could to secure a peaceful 
issue in the present crisis. I have heard 
it suggested outside that there has not 
been that keen desire on the part of the 
Government to bring this matter to a 
peaceful issue that there might have been ; 
but Ido not believe this, and I am certain 
your Lordships will agree with me. It 
must not be forgotten that the desire for 
peace may be pushed too far; if it is 
pressed beyond a certain point the word 
peace becomes a synonym for weakness ; 
and I would remind your Lordships that 
a noble Lord, who was a_ distinguished 
Member of this House, has written that 
there was such a thing as “a peace that 
was full of wrongs and shames.” I am 
confident your Lordships would not 
wish peace to be obtained on such 
terms as those. I have said nothing 
yet about the Orange Free State and 
their action in the matter. I confess 
frankly that that Government have taken 
up what I should have thought was an 
incredible line of action. As far as Iam 
aware, we have been at peace with the 
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Orange Free State. We have had no 
quarrel with them, but as they have 
chosen to take a certain line, they must 
take the consequences. But it is im- 
possible not to have some faint suspicion 
that the action of the Orange Free State 
in joining hands with the Transvaal at 
such a juncture as the present had its 
origin in some deeper scheme which has 
lurked in the minds of these two Govern- 
ments for some time past; in some 
scheme—not aided, I trust, by Dutch 
Afrikanders outside the Republics—to 
weaken seriously by joint movement the 
power of Great Britain in South Africa. 
I believe that upon one point there is an 
absolute consensus of opinion amongst 
noble Lords on both sides of this House, 
and in the country at large—that there 
must be no juggling with the fact that 
there can only be one paramount Power 
in South Africa, and that that Power must 
be Great Britain. It is utterly impossi- 
ble to conceive any other Power being 
supreme there. Were our interests to be 
seriously weakened in South Africa, it 
would imperil our welfare in many other 
parts of the world. Impelled by no de- 
sire for unnecessary and unjustifiable con- 
quests, but by a determination to restore 
liberty to British subjects in the Trans- 
vaal, the British Government have taken 
the only course possible to effect this object 
and to maintain supreme the safety, 
honour, and welfare of Her Majesty's sub- 
jects. I thank your Lordships for the 
kind manner in which you have listened 
to me, and I now beg to move: 


“That an humble Address be presented 
to Her Majesty in reply to the Gracious 
Speech from the Throne.” 


*Lorp BARNARD: My Lords, I rise 
to second the motion which has been 
made by the noble Marquess, and in doing 
so I feel confident that I may also appeal 
to your Lordships to grant me that indul- 
gence which I know, from my experience 
of this House, is always granted to those 
who stand in the position which I occupy 
to-day. The occasion on which we are 
met together is so exceptional that my 
task is, perhaps, more difficult than that 
which usually falls to the lot of the 
seconder of the Address. There is but 
one subject, as the noble Marquess has 
observed, which can be brought under the 
consideration of your Lordships, and that 
is the warlike condition of affairs in 
South Africa. I am sorry for many 
The Marquess of Granby. 


; LORDS} 
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reasons, but I am glad that it should be 
so under present circumstances, that I have 
no personal connection of any kind what- 
ever withSout 1 Africa. I regret that I have 
never been there, and any remarks I make 
may therefore be treated as only on a par 
with those of “the man in the street.” 
But I believe my opinion is shared by a 
great number of british subjects placed 
similarly to myself. There is a very 
general consensus of opinion that the 
state of afiairs in South Africa has 
reached such an intolerable pitch that the 
course which Her Majesty’s Government 
have thought tit to advise Her Majesty to 
take is justified to the fullest possible 
extent. The situation with which we are 
faced arises from the fact that there are 
in South Africa two white races holding 
different and widely divergent opinions 
on many matters. It is our duty to try 
and reconcile those divergencies, and, if 
possible, amalgamate the two races. That 
is one of the duties of empire with which 
the British nation is well qualified to 


-deal. In considering this svdject I can- 


not help remembering that we and all the 
people of this nation are practically the 
product of the amalgamation of two great 
races—the Normans and the English— 
and when we come to consider the 
extraordinary differences which existed 
from the latter part of the eleventh to 
the beginning of the twelfth century, 
and how absolutely those differences have 
disappeared, and that the result has been 
the creation of the greatest Empire the 
world has ever seen, I think we need not 
fear of being able to effect a similar 
amalgamation in South Africa in due 
course. I have the honour to reside in 
the county of Durham, the people of 
which are perhaps as intelligent and 
industrious as any class of Englishmen, 
and form an important part of the con- 
stituents of this Empire ; and I have been 
constantly impressed by their very great 
keenness in maintaining and improving 
their political rights. [ am _ confident 
that when it is once bronght home to 
them, and to the country generally, as it 
must be by those whose duty it is to lay 
before them .the views of the Govern- 
ment, that there exists in South Africa a 
race of men—industrious working men 
like themselves—to whom all political 
rights are denied, their sympathy will go 
out to those people, and the whole 
Biitish nation will rise like one man to 
support the claim of the Uitlanders to 
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y: Address in Answer to {17 Ocro 
political liberty. I am bound to confess 
that there are always two sides to every 
question. It is quite possible that some 
of those who are now opposing us may 
have some belief that they are defending 
their rights under treaties and conven- 
tions, but even assuming that they do 
consider they have such rights, they 
cannot find a single apologist in this 
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|reason why the Dutch population of 
| South Africa have such a rooted objection 
to British rule is that they are not allowed 
| totreatthe black races as slavesand as tools 
and implements for getting money. They 
know that the principle adopted by this 
nation of giving as far as possible equal 
rights to all men, whatever be their 
colour, must act injuriously to them, and 


country who can believe that their they are determined to use every means 


Government is a just and honest one. 
It has been the pride of this country, the 
chief corner-stone, one might say, of the 
British Empire, that representation and 
taxation go hand in hand. If I read 
accurately, the very reverse is the case in 
the Transvaal Republic, for the taxes are 
placed on those who have no_ political 
power whatever. This, my Lords, in 
itself, if the people concerned were not, 
many of them, our fellow-subjects, would 
be a serious grievance, and one which 
should call for the interference of the 
British nation, I should like to take 
this opportunity of expressing my 
strong concurrence with the remarks 
which have fallen from the noble Marquess 
who moved the Address as to the desire 
of this nation to promote peace. I, for 
one, realise what horrible injury and 
suffering will be caused to both parties by 
war, but at the same time I admit that a 
state of affairs has been reached which 
nothing but war can remedy. There are, 
I am sorry to say, many people in this 
world who, unfortunately, are not to be 
convinced that there are two sides toa 
question unless the other side hold their 
own views. That is the position of 


President Kruger and_ his associates. | 


They have, as your Lordships are aware, 
and as this country is aware, agreed to 
grant certain reforms providing certain 
concessions, which they consider right, 
are made, including the renunciation of 
the suzerainty of this country, and 
because we declined to make those con- 
cessions they say they must be in the 
right and we are in the wrong. That 


remains to be seen. Before I sit down I | 


should like to allude to the calling out of 
the Reserves, and to say that in my 
opinion the efficacy and efficiency with 
which that process has been effected will 
go far to strengthen and establish the 


in their power to defeat us. I thank your 
Lordships for listening so attentively to 
the few remarks I have made, and I now 
beg to second the Address. 


THe EARL or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I am sure I shall be supported 
by everyone in this House when I say 
that we have all heard with much 
pleasure the two speeches which have 
heen delivered this evening by the 
Mover and Seconder of the Address ; 
but I may venture to add that there 
are many in this House who will feel a 
special interest in the first appearance 
in this House as a speaker of the noble 
Marquess who moved the Address. -He 
is the son of the noble Duke whom:I 
see opposite to me, one of the oldest and 
most respected members of this House. 
I venture to congratulate him upon the 
appearance of his son on this occasion. I 
also had great pleasure in hearing the 
remarks made by my noble friend Lord 
Barnard, and I hope that he and the 
Marquess of Granby will be heard again in 
your Lordships’ House. My Lords, as 
was said by the Mover of the Address, 
we are summoned together on this occa- 
sion for no common reasons, and we are 
summoned at that which is always a great 
and solemn moment in the history of a 
nation—namely, when it finds itself 
engaged in a serious war. With us it is 
the more solemn as we are in some 
respects engaged in what partakes of the 
| character of a civil war. I say in some 
respects, because this is a war in which 
| the feelings and the interests of a con- 
siderable number of our fellow-subjects, 
not of our own race, are deeply engaged. 
| This is, no doubt, one of the most serious 
and one of the most anxious elements of 
the conflict. I will come at once to the 
main question raised in the Speech from 


British power, and in strengthening and | the Throne, and that is the necessity of 


establishing the British power I feel that 
we are promoting the cause of civilisation 
throughout the world, for I believe I am 


calling out the Reserves and of asking 
Parliament for the necessary supply for 
the war, which I fear | must say is now 


correct in saying that the one great! proceeding. Upon that point I wish, for 
| 
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my part, to speak with no doubtful voice, 
and I feel sure that that will be the voice 
of everyone whom I now address— 
namely, that, whatever may be our 
opinion as to the mode in which the 
negotiations have been conducted or as to 
the past history of this melancholy ques- 
tion, we are as ready as the supporters 
of the Government on the other 
side of the House to give all 
our support to whatever measures are 
necessary to vindicate the honour and 
support the interests of this country. 
There can be, to my mind, no question 
upon this. if ever there could have 
beeri a question it has been solved, against 
the action of ourselves, by the extra- 
ordinary ultimatum presented to this 
country by the Government of the South 
African Republic, and, I grieve to say, 
supported by the Government of the 
Orange Free State. My Lords, such an 
ultimatum could not possibly meet with 
any response but that which has been 
made by Her Majestys Government. 
No nation could receive such an ulti 
matum as that, even from the most 
powerful nation in the world, without at 
once replying to it in a manner which 
could leave no doubt that it was prepared 
to defend the territories which were 
attacked, and show that its inte- 
rests would be duly protected in the 
future. There is another subject that 
was touched upon by the noble Lord who 
seconded the Address, which, I am happy 
to say, I think we may view with unmixed 
satisfaction, and that is the way in which 
the Reserves have responded to the call 
made upon them. ‘This is a matter for 
congratulation on the part of everyone 
who has the interests of the country at 
heart ; because it is upon the Reserves 
and the system of maintaining Reserves 
that we must mainly depend when an 
emergency of this kind arises. There- 
fore it is to me a matter of greatest 
pleasure to see how patriotically and how 
faithfully the men of the Reserves are 
responding. This must, | think, strength- 
en our belief that in the main our mili- 
tary system, though it has not without 
reason been severely criticised, is at last 
placed on a firm and solid basis. I have 
no doubt that your Lordships’ strongest 
sympathies and good wishes are going 
forth with the men whom we are sending 
to South Africa to fight the battle of 
their country. Our thoughts will be with 
them. I have a confident opinion as 


The Earl of Kimberley. 


{LORDS} 
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to the ultimate result, and that 
we may trust our soldiers to do their 
duty now as well as in the times past and 
add to the credit which this country has 
gained in so many conquests. I have 
now said all that I need say upon that 
most essential part of the subject ; but I 
should not be discharging my duty if I 
did not say that there are points in the 
history of the negotiations which have 
led us to this result which we cannot 
view with any amount of satisfaction. It 
is, of course, difficult upon an occasion of 
this kind, and indeed I do not think that 
it would be advisable, to enter upon any 
detailed criticism of the negotiations ; but 
I think we should be misunderstood, and 
our attitude misconstrued, if I did not, 
to a small extent, point out where we 
think these negotiations have not been 
conducted in a prudent and certainly not 
in a successful manner. In the first 
place, we have witnessed what I suppose 
is an introduction of that which is 


generally termed “the new diplomacy.” 


lam a very old-fashioned person indeed, 
particularly as regards diplomatic matters, 
and I quite fail to understand the advan- 
tages of this new mode of conducting 
negotiations which are fraught with 
danger and difficulty. What is to be said 
for the manner of conducting a negotia- 
tion which is practically coram populo’? I 
am aware that in this democratic age it is 
more necessary than formerly to take the 
nation into your confidence, but it is also 
necessary that we should not depart from 
the sound principle that when a nation 
has appointed men to conduct its affairs 
they should not endanger difficult nego- 
tiations by premature disclosures and 
constant and unwise public reference to 
what is going on. It has been the custom 
always in times past, in making announce- 
ments in Parliament when questions have 
been asked as to perilous negotiations, to 
state that, however much the Govern- 
ment would be glad to place before the 
country the position of affairs, the inte- 
rests of the country demanded silence. 
These negotiations have been conducted 
in a wholly different manner. In the first 
place, nothing could be more unfortunate 
—I would almost say disastrous—than 
the publication of that famous telegram of 
April 5 from Sir Alfred Milner. I am 
not disposed to find fault with Sir Alfred 
Milner. He was perfectly justified, nay, 
more, it was his duty to inform his chief 
unreservedly of his views with regard to 
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the state of affairs in South Africa ; 
but to my mind only one course could be 
taken by a responsible Minister in the 
then state of the negotiations, and that 
was to treat that despatch for the time as 
confidential, and not to publish it, espe- 
cially seeing that it contained expressions 
-—I am not blaming Sir Alfred Milner — 
especially with regard to the loyal popu- 
lation of South Africa, calculated to do 
the greatest possible harm. That is the 
first criticism I think it worth while to 
make. The next point is that a great 
portion of these negotiations has turned 
upon the reassertion, shall I call it, of the 
claim to suzerainty over the Transvaal 
State. I am as much responsible as any 
man for the introduction of that term 
suzerainty, but I am also responsible for 
the interpretation, which will be found in 
the Blue Book, which I gave to it, and 
which I still hold. The only interpreta- 
tion I ever attached to it was that it was 
thought by us—I think wrongly—to bea 
convenient mode of expressing generally 
that certain stipulations existed in the 
Convention which limited the sovereignty 
of the Transvaal State, and that to the 
extent of those limitations contained in 
this particular provision of the Con- 
vention of 1881 there was what con- 
stituted what might be called generally a 
suzerainty. But in the present case it 
seems to me that the word has been used 
in order to set forth some vague and un- 
defined claim, and the result has been to 
my mind a fertile cause of the unfortu- 
nate suspicion which the Transvaal 
Government has fallen into throughout as 
to our intentions. I believe the inten- 
tions of Her Majesty’s Government were 
to obtain a peaceful settlement of the 
question, but if you wish to obtain a 
peaceful settlement from a people natu- 
rally suspicious, and, perhaps, not with- 
out some cause when you remember that 
most unhappy, nay, criminal, Raid made 
by those who accompanied Dr. Jameson— 
I say that when you have.to deal with a 
people naturally suspicious of some attack 
upon their independence, you ought care- 
fully, in your negotiations, to avoid any- 
thing that might have the appearance of 
confirming those suspicions. I do not 
think it was unnatural that suspicion 
should be aroused by the reassertion of 
thé suzerainty. I am not going to trouble 
your Lordships with an academical dis- 
cussion as to the precise interpretation of 
the two Conventions. I grant you that by | 
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a fine-drawn argument the word suze- 
rainty may be preserved, but if it be so 
the general scope of the statements made 
in this House by Lord Derby, the then 
responsible Minister, and the whole course 
of the affair, must have led, it seems to 
me, the Boer Government to suppose that 
in point of fact the word suzerainty, and 
what might lie under it, were abandoned, 
except so far as by the conditions of the 
Treaty of 1884 they were confirmed. It 
was not necessary, it appears to me —it 
was highly impolitic—to brandish the 
word suzerainty in the face of the Boers. 
It was sure to provoke irritation and 
suspicion, and, in my opinion, it was need- 
less. Why do I say needless? Because 
it seemed to me that there was a safe and 
unassailable foundation for our claim to 
interfere on behalf of British subjects, and 
that was the right which every State 
possesses to protect its subjects in another 
State from wrong. That was a right 
which we possessed in an unusual degree 
in South Africa owing to the peculiar posi- 
tion of the country—a country where there 
were two races side by side, both of ther 
determined in their opinions, with a 
history of their own, and jealous of their 
independence. Perhaps independence is 
not the right word to use. I mean, 
rather, jealous of the equality of their 
rights. I agree with Her Majesty's 
Government that it was impossible that 
such a state of things could be left long to 
continue—-a state of things which caused 
such unrest throughout the dominions of 
the Queen in South Africa as to be a 
serious danger ; but I say there was no 
reason whatever for bringing forward the 
word suzerainty. The case should have 
rested on the general right of every 
country, especially a country placed as we 
are, to see that no such disabilities were 
inflicted on their fellow-countrymen. 
That is what I have to say as to the in- 
troduction of the word suzerainty, and I 
think it is one of the most unfortunate 
circumstances in the negotiations. Be- 
sides that, I deprecate many of the 
speeches made by the negotiator from 
time to time—speeches made by an 
admirable, forcible, and incisive speaker 
—but incisive speaking in public is con- 
trary to every principle upon which 
negotiations should be conducted. I 
should be surprised indeed if I ever heard 
the noble Marquess conducting negotia- 
tions with a foreign country and, during 
the negotiations, making incisive speeches. 
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It may frequently happen—and at times 
it may be unavoidable—that it may be 
necessary in negotiations to use strong 
language to the negotiator on the other 
side, but if such language were held 
in public to a proud and _ inde- 
pendent nation it would lead to war. 
Negotiators know well enough that those 
negotiations, so long as there is a hope of 
peace, are held to be confidential and 
carefully kept back from the public view. 
But in this case, in speech after speech, 
words were used, some concerning the 
President of the Transvaal Republic him- 
self, the very incisiveness of which, the 
eloquence with which they were spoken, 
the manner in which they were received 
by the admirers of the Minister, con- 
duced to make the negotiations less likely 
to succeed. Iam sure I am speaking to 
many men conversant with business and 
diplomacy who will agree with me when 
J say that there is only one maxim to be 
observed in the conduct of negotiations 
—-namely, that everything you do and 
everything you say must be subordinate 
to the one end you have in view if your 
negotiations are to have a peaceful solu- 
tion. I admit there comes a time—there 
certainly was a time in the difficult nego- 
tiations, which I need only allude to, with 
a great Powerwho is a neighbour of ours—. 
when the Government are perfectly right 
in speaking out plainly and decisively 
to the country and appealing to them. 
But that can only be at the close of nego- 
tiations, when they have arrived at 
a point when either there must be 
an agreement or you have to re- 
sort to the alternative of an open 
quarrel. I might, but I do not think it 
would be convenient or wise at this time, 
go into details on this matter and 
‘trace out the course of the negotiations 
from the beginning to the end. I prefer 
not to do that. I have merely indicated 
generally the objection which I feel to 
the mode in which many varts of the 
negotiations have heen conducted, but I 
cannot conclude this part of my remarks 
without adding one word which is’ not 
intended in the least degree, though it 
might appear to be so, as a kind of side- 
blow to some other Minister. I mean 
that I acknowledge, and fully acknow- 
ledge, the calmness and moderation of 
the tone in which the last, and perhaps 
the most important, communication of 
the Government was conducted. I con- 
clude, as I began, by saying that, how- 


The Earl of Kimble rley. 


{LORDS} 





ever much we may deplore the result, 
however much we on our side may, as 
we do, divest ourselves entirely of all 
responsibility in regard to it, we, with, I 
believe, the great mass of the people of 
the country, will be one and all with the 
Government in carrying out this war 
vigorously and, I trust, to a speedy and 
prosperous end. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp SECRE- 
TARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALIs- 
BURY): My Lords, I concur with the 
noble Earl opposite in mentioning, as he 
has done, though I may not be able to do 
so in such graceful language, the satisfac- 
tion which we feel in welcoming amongst 
those who take part in the debates of this 
House the eldest son and heir of a Minister 
who is still present with us, and who is 
tied to us by recollections of many along 
political conflict, in which, whatever side 
he took, he always left us with an in- 
creasing admiration of his charm of 
temper and manner. I am very glad to 
recognise the ability which my _ noble 
friend Lord Granby has displayed ; but, 
while coinciding with the noble Ear! in 
hoping that it may not be the Jast exhibi- 
tion of his powers, I am forced with 
sadness to confess that vear after year we 
have expressed that hope at this table 
hardly ever with the result that our 
wishes have been confirmed. The speech 
of Lord Barnard—carefu!, clear, philoso- 
phical—we have listened to with great 
pleasure. I will only remind your 
Lordships that he is to us the 
representative of one long distinguished 
in diplomacy and politics—the late Duke 
of Cleveland. The first part of the speech 
of the noble Earl opposite filled me with 
despair, because I felt that 1 had to speak 
after him as his opponent, and I found 
that on every subject he said exactly 
what I would have wished tosay. It was 
quite a relief when he came to deal with 
and attack modern diplomacy, because I 
felt that there at least was something on 
which I might join issue with him. I need 
not reiterate the observations he has 
made. The Boer Government kave been 
pleased to disperse with any explanation 
on our part of the cause or justification of 
the war. They have done that which no 
provocation on our part could have justi- 
fied, even if we had displayed any such 
quality. They have done that which the 
strongest nation has never in its strength 
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done to any opponent whom it chal- 
lenged. They have issued a defiance so 
audacious that I can hardly depict it 
adequately without using stronger words 
than are suited to this Assembly, and 
they have, by so doing, liberated us from 
the necessity of explaining to the people 
of England why we are at war. Whether 
if that defiance had not been issued we 
should now have been at war I cannot 
say. There were subjects of the gravest 
difference between us—subjects on which 
we were hound and pledged to arrive at 
an issue consistent with the duty which 
Her Majesty owes to her subjects, con- 
sistent with the desire we have always 
entertained of supporting equal rights 
among all the white inhabitants of Africa. 
They were very grave questions in- 
deed, but up to this time the modes 
we had suggested of settling them 
had not been successful. The spirit 
in which we had been met had 
not been encouraging. We had little 
hope that the future would reserve for us 
a better fate, but yet hope was not en- 
tirely abandoned. Now all question of 
possible peace, at! question of justifyirg 
the attitude that we have assumed, or of 
pointing out to our countrymen the errors 
and the grave oppressions of which the 
Transvaal Government have been guilty 
—all these questions have been wiped 
away in this o:e great insult, which 
leaves to us no other course to pursue 
than that which, with the assent of the 
whole nation, we have felt it our duty to 
pursue. It is not necessary for me to 
Insist upon that on which both we and 
the noble Earl opposite agree. I will 
only say that it is one of the most satis- 
factory parts of our policy in these later 
days that when a question arises in which 
vital interests and the evident honour 
of this country are concerned there 
are no distinctions of party among 
us, and that no individual ambi- 
tion, no opportunity of diminishing 
the influence of an adversary, will tempt 
English politicians on either side to make 
use of the difficulties of their country in 
order to promote their party ends. Some- 
times, when we read of the earlier con- 
stitutional experiences of this country, as 
we have been led to do of late by an 
eloquent hand, we may congratulate our- 
selves, at all events, that, so far as this is 
concerned, the present representatives of 
the Liberal Party are more than credit- 
able representatives of Charles James 
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Fox. Now as to the modern diplomacy. 
In the principles the noble Earl opposite 
lays down everybody, of course, must 
agree. No negotiation is conducted under 
favourable terms, every negotiation runs 
a great chance of being wrecked, if the 
opinions on either side are exposed during 
its progress to the exaggerated influence 
of popular discussion. We do not always 
get in this world what we desire. We 
get what we have to take, and the consti- 
tutional conditions under which we 
live, enormous as is the strength which 
they give us in certain circumstances, 
greatly as they magnify the power of 
England in any real danger, undoubtedly 
furnish us with conditions which make 
the conduct of negotiations very much 
more difficult than formerly. Open di- 
plomacy is not selected ont of mere gaiety 
of heart. It is much more difficult and 
much more thorny than the older system. 
But there are occasions on which you 
cannot observe absolute secrecy without 
sacrificing a great source of power. What 
is this controversy which we have had to 
adjust or at least to deal with in South 
Africa? It is a controversy, no doubt, 
between two races nearly balanced in 
power, one of which races is naturally 
devoted to this country, and the other is 
divided—-many of them being by con- 
viction, by observation, and by experience 
firm and devoted adherents and subjects 
of the Queen, many of them still haunted 
with the vision of some future return of 
Dutch supremacy. Well, when you have 
to interfere in such a conflict as that, 
when you have to sustain in the main the 
Sritish side of the contention, and to 
struggle for the rights and claims and 
authority of the Queen, you have to 
look around you’ and see what 
forces you have at your _ back. 
An English Minister is not an organ of a 
despotic power, who has merely to give 
the word of command, upon which the 
policy he selects will be unflinchingly 
carried out. He has to look, almost at 
every moment, for the amount that he 
can command of that popular support 
which is the breath of life to all political 
movements in this age; and the British 
Minister who has to consider the state of 
affairs at the Cape, and to sustain the 
cause of British supremacy, has to con- 
cihate, to retain, to encourage, to push 
forward as much of that loyalty to Her 
Majesty as he can command; and he 
cannot atfurd by secrecy, by neglecting 
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the feelings of those to whom he has to 


{LORDS} 


look for support—he cannot afford to, 


leave theirattention uncalled, their feelings 
unappealed to; he is bound to seek 
support in their feelings, and by placing 
before them a full exposition of the case 
on behalf of which he invokes their aid, 
to give them such information as 
will place at his disposal and range 
behind him all the moral and all the 
physical force which those who are 
devoted to the English side can confer 
upon him. If that were necessary, if he 
could not afford to allow British interests 
in the Cape by apathy or by ignorance to 
fall away from the Crown, how is it pos- 
sible that he could proceed with the care- 
fully secret methods of the older diplo- 
macy ! I am not doubting the superiority 
of the older system ; but if you have to 
appeal for popular support the older dip- 
lomacy will not do. That seems to me to 
sum up the essence of the policy which 
has been undoubtedly pursued. We 
always have to consider the loyal popula- 
tion wherever we are dealing with a 
country in which the loyal population is 
separated from those that are not loyal. 
But the noble Lord dwelt very much 
upon the virtue of silence. I entirely 
agree with him. I should have 
been very glad to have cultivated 
it, even on the present occasion. 
I do not doubt that the system, which I 
think Lord Granville used to pursue, and 
which had great advantages in it, of 
absolutely refusing to make any speeches 
while negotiations were going on, had, 
on the side of diplomacy, very con- 


siderable advantages ; but, after all, you | 


-ean only conduct a policy, or the measures 
to which diplomacy must give rise, with 
the help and approval of Parliament and 
the cordial support of the electors, and, 
again, to obtain their help you must in- 
form their minds, you must lay before 
them the real facts of the case ; and if 
you refuse to do that, and wrap yourself 
up in your own virtues, and will not 
appeal to the sentiments and the loyalty 
which are ready to your hands, the result 
is, that instead of support and en- 
thusiasm, you get nothing but apathy 
and neglect. 1 do not understand 
that the Minister responsible for 
conducting great negotiations can afford 


either to ignore the feelings of the British | 


party on the spot, or to keep them in 
ignorance, and, therefore, deprive of the 
opportunity of assisting him those who 
The Marquess of Salisbury. 
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are willing to sustain the policy of this 
country. Those two necessities are draw- 
backs to the constitutional system. The 
most splendid successes always have their 
drawbacks, and, until the noble Lord can 
get rid of the heritage of 1688, of which 
these necessities are the necessary result— 
unless he goes back to a state of govern- 
ment which I am sure is very alien to 
his sympathies and his desires—he will 
never escape the necessity of consult- 
ing, to a certain extent, the opinion 
of those on whose’ support he 
depends for carrying out any policy 
he has in hand. ‘That is my view 
in respect to the question which the noble 
Lord raised. At the same time, I am 
bound to say that I think a great deal 
too much has been made of the supposed 
provocation contained in the language of 
the despatch referred to by the noble 
Lord. There may have been certain 
details in that despatch of Sir Alfred 
Milner which have been misunderstood. 
I will not dwell upon that, as I have not 
got the despatch before me, but my im- 
pression is that upon the whole of that 
class of argument the most exaggerated 
value has been placed. The theory 
appears to be that President Kruger is an 
amiable but very sensitive old man— 
sensitive to every word that may excite 
suspicion, or may suggest any future 
political constitution for his country other 
than that which he desires, and, so far as 
these feelings are concerned, he sustains 
them, and expresses them with a 
fervour and a restlessness more becom- 
ing a hysterical young lady than 
the President of a great Republic. 
I have always been greatly surprised by 
this view of President Kruger’s character. 
My impression is, or was, certainly that 
he was a sort of man who would say that 
hard words would break no bones, and, 
if he got the kind of policy he wanted, 
he would not be much troubled by the 
English phraseology in which it was 
wrapped up. But I take an_ entirely 
different view, and I hope, not an un- 
charitable one. My belief is that the 
desire to get rid of that word suze- 
rainty, and the realities which it ex- 
presses, has been the dream of President 
Kruger’s life. Long before the treaty of 
1881 was negotiated, it was his main 
desire. It was for that he set on foot 
the negotiations of 1884, and in order 
to get that hateful word out of his Con- 
vention he made considerable territorial 
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and other sacrifices. 


{the Marquess of Ripon] will, I think, | 


remember a certain memorandum which 


he wrote giving an account of President 
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Krvger’s wishes, in which great promi- | 


nence was given to that intense desire to 
get rid of that word suzerainty, and 
now my belief as to the real secret of his 
policy during these last vears has been 
that he has seen in the Uitlander popula- 
tion beneath him somebody whom he can 
oppress, somebody in whose sufferings we 
are interested; and he has used the 
oppression of the Uitlander population as 
a screw by which to obtain some conces- 
sion on the subject of the suzerainty from 
us. I can point out phrases from recent 
negotiations which would amply sustain 
that idea. It may be that the word 
suzerainty has no meaning. As that view 
has been suggested by the noble Earl 
to whom, I believe, we owe the 
word, it is deserving of consideration. 


But my impression is not that it does not , 


mean absolutely nothing, but that it 
means a number of things from which 
you can take your choice. I entirely 
agree with the noble Lord that it is a 
word who ly unnecessary for our present 
purpose. Situated as Great Britain is 
in South Africa towards the Transvaal 
and the Uitlander population, who are 
our subjects in the Transvaal, we have a 
paramount power and duty which has 
nothing whatever to do with any con- 
ventional suzerainty. I do not think 
that is the opinion of President Kruger. 
The word to him was a magic word, and 
he would do anything in order to get rid 
of it, and, though it may be perfectly 
true—I maintained that opinion at the 


time—that the word in itself has no dis-:| 


tinct or special meaning, it is still true 
that, having been put into the Treaty, it 
has obtained anartificial value and meaning 
which prevents us from entirely abandon- 
ing it. We cannot drop it and restore 


things to the condition in which they | 


were before the word suzerainty was 
adopted. 
should be intimating that the ideas which 


If we were to drop it we, 


have come to be associated with it are. 


ideas which we repudiate and abandon 
altogether. Of course that is a position 
we cannot adopt. I believe it is largely 
due to President Kruger 





I do not say it | 


as blaming him—it is largely due to his | 


peculiar character and to the idea which 
he has pursued that the moment has 


arrived for deciding whether the future of 
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The noble Marquess | South Africa isto he a growing and increas- 


ing Dutch supremacy or a safe, perfectly es- 
tablished supremacy of the English Queen. 
To the state of things established by the 
Convention of 1881 or 1884, whatever it 
may have been, we can never return. We 
can never consent, while we have the 
strength to resist it, to be put into the 
same position which we have held in 
South Africa for the last seventeen or 
eighteen years. With regard to the 
future there must be no doubt that the 
Sovereign of England is paramount ; 
there must be no doubt that the white 
races will be put upon an equality, and 
that due precaution will be taken for the 
philanthropic and kindly and improving 
treatment of those countless indigenous 


races of whose destiny, I fear, 
we have been too forgetful. Those 


things must be insisted upon in the 
future. By what means they will be 
obtained I do not know; I hope they 
may be consistent with a very large 
autonomy on the part of a race which 
values its individual share in the govern- 
ment so much as the Dutch people do. 
But with that question we have no 
concern at present. We have only to 
make it clear that the great objects which 
are essential to the power of England in 
Africa, to the good government of the 
country, and to the rights of all races are 
the objects which the British Govern- 
ment, with the full support of the nation 
without distinction of party, are now 
pursuing, and which they will thoroughly 
pursue and preserve to the end. 


*Lorp LOCH: May I venture to ask 
the indulgence of your Lordships while I 
make a few remarks upon the question 
now before the House? I do not propose 
to refer to the criticisms of the negotia- 
tions prior to the breaking out of hostili- 
ties, but there is no better time than the 
present to prove to the Boers that all 
perties in this country are united in the 
opinion that we are the paramount Power, 
and intend to remain the paramount 
Power in South Africa. The noble Mar- 
quess said it was unnecessary now to enter 
into the details of the causes which have 
led to the war, but I venture to think that 
there is considerable misapprehension in 
this country and abroad with regard to 
what has been the cause of the war. 
Many people consider that it is due to the 
refusal on the part of the South African 
Republic to grant a five years franchise 
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to the Uitlanders. I believe that if that 
were to be regarded as the cause of the 
war, many would hesitate to consider that 
we were justified in going to war on such 
an issue. But there are other causes— 
causes to which the noble Marquess has 
alluded—which I venture to think are 
sufficient to justify the course that has 
been pursued, and which it was inevitable 
the Government would havetoadopt. Those 
who have studied the history of South 
Africa, and especially that period of the 
history of South Africa that relates to 
the boer Republic, will see that it was 
impossible that the state of the relations 
between the Government of the South 
African Republic and this country could 
long continue. I will not refer to many 
of the details, but I may mention a few. 
Your Lordships are aware that the Con- 
vention of 1884 required that the 
Government of the South African Re- 
public should do their utmost to restrain 
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their people from going across the 
boundaries of the Republic for the 


purpose of occupying land—boundaries 
which were mentioned in the Convention. 
The ink was scarcely dry on that Conven- 
tion when the Boers entered Swaziland 
—Zambaan’s and Umbegeza’s territories 
with the knowledge and later with the 
full approval of the Government of the 
Transvaal Republic. Your Lordships 
well know of the invasion of Bechuana- 
land, which led to the Warren Expedi- 
tion, but perhaps your Lordships are not 
so well aware that shortly after Her 
Majesty's Government had placed the 
Chartered Company in possession of the 
country they held under their charter, 
two treks were formed, one of over 4,000 
men, to occupy that territory, and another 
to enter the Protectorate ; this was another 
proof of the absence of friendly relations 
between the Government of the South 
African Republic and this country. The 
Government of the Republic repudiated all 
knowledge of these “treks” untilaregiment 
was sent to Mafeking and were informed 
that the various drifts of the Crocodile 
and Limpopo Rivers were armed and 
garrisoned, and on that they yielded. 
I have had many meetings with 
President Kruger, and I venture to 
agree with the noble Marquess in 
thinking that the object of President 
Kruger and his advisers was to rid them- 
selves of that control, slight as it was, 
which was exercised by this country over 
the independence of the Transvaal. Every 


Lord Loch. 
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time I met President Kruger there was 
an endeavour on his part to obtain rights 
which were inconsistent with the spirit 
and the letter of the Convention of 1884. 
It was this state of things, added to the 
UVitlander ditticulties, which, I believe, 
led ultimately to the action adopted by 
his Government and by the Government 
of the Orange Free State. We know that 
the unfortunate Raid united the Dutch, or 
large sections of the Dutch, in their feel- 
ing of sympathy with the Transvaal 


Government, and it atforded to 
President Kruger an opportunity of 
arming the country and _— raising 
forts at Pretoria and Johannesburg 


and in other parts of the Transvaal. 
Against whom were the country arming, 
and against whom were those forts raised ! 
Why, my Lords, against the Power which, 
in a moment of generosity, had restored 
to President Kruger and his people the 
country which they have so much mis- 
governed. No one can regret more 
deeply than I do that war has been forced 
upon this country ; ne one knows better 
than I do the misery that it will cause. 
Where there has been inter-marriage and 
long years of friendship, there will now 
be brothers against brothers, and hus- 
bands against their brothers-in-law, and I 
know of several instances where fathers 
are now pitted against their sons. No 
one can feel more deeply than I 
do as to the necessity which has 
arisen for this country — entering 
upon these hostilities with the South 
African Republic, but I confess I do not 
think that the Government had any other 
alternative than the one they have 
adopted. I could not go altogether with 
them in all the negotiations which took 
place prior to these hostilities, but I 
recognise the need of supporting the 
Government upon this occasion. No one 
throughout this country who had read 
that arrogant message from President 
Kruger could for a moment doubt 
the absolute necessity and duty 
of teaching the Boers—and, my 
Lords, not only the Boers, but the 
natives and those who are enjoying 
the privileges of British citizenship in our 
colonies, and who are yet sympathising 
with, and doing somewhat more than 
sympathising with, the Republics—that 
we are determined to maintain our right- 
ful position as the dominant Power in 
South Africa. I am glad that Her 
Majesty’s Government appear to have 
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sent a large, I may say an overwhelming, 
force to South Africa. On the ground of 
humanity I congratulate the Government, 
because I believe it is quite possible that, 
when the Boers realise that this large 
number of troops are on the way to the 
Transvaal they will also realise the im- 
possibility of resisting them. I know of 
many Boers who did not believe that 
England had a larger force of troops than 
the three or four regiments existing in 
South Africa, and the majority of the 
Boers have gone to the war with a light 
heart, ignorant of what they had under- 
taken, and of what was before them. I 
hope that when they see the impossibility 
of holding out they may be prepared to 
endeavour to come to terms. But, if I 
may venture to say so, I trust that if they 
ask for terms prior to our thorough occupa- 
tion of the Transvaal and the Orange 
Free State all terms will be rejected. 
May I say that one of the conditions which 
should be imposed upon the Republics 
should he total disarmament? We 
cannot leave the Boers armed and ready 
to menace us again when the troops are 
withdrawn. And I venture to think, if 
I may express an opinion, not only that 
the Boers should be disarmed, but that 
both the Republics should be annexed to 
the Empire. We should deal liberally 
with them, and give them—what they 
refused to the Uitlanders—the franchise 
equally with the Uitlanders. Under a 
strict and strong Imperial executive I 
believe that such an arrangement would 
in a very short time be viewed with 
satisfaction, and would bring about a 
federation which would do more than 
anything else to promote the welfare and 
happiness of South Africa. There is one 
very pleasing aspect of this sad war, and 
that, my Lords, is the loyalty which has 
been expressed by all our colonies in offer- 
ing troops to assist us, and I rejoice to 
think that those offers have been accepted. 
I thank your Lordships for the way in 


which you have listened to my observa- | 


tions. There were many details which I 
could have wished to have entered upon, 
but it is undesirable to do so at this 
moment. 1 wish to express my full sense 
of approval of the course which is now 
being adopted by Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. The only exception I would take 
is that I wish a larger number of troops 
had been sent out earlier, so that we 
might have been relieved from all causes 
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of anxiety with regard to Mafeking, 
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' Kimberley, and the upper portion of the 


Protectorate. I have every confidence, 
however, that these places will successfully 
resist all the attacks made upon them. 
Mafeking is garrisoned by a body of men 
well able to meet the Boers in the field 
in their own tactics, well able to defend 
Mafeking from behind the fortifications 
that have been raised there, and well able 
to maintain the honour of this country at 
all hazards to themselves. I am certain, 
also, that the arrangements made at 
Kimberley are quite sufficient to resist 
successfully three or four times the 
number of Boers that will be brought 
against our force there. I thank your 
Lordships for so patiently listening to me, 
but having been so recently in South 
Africa, and having occupied the position 
of High Commissioner and Governor, I 
felt it to be my duty to say these few 
words ift support of the motion which is 
now before the House. 


THe Ear, or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, I desire to offer a very few re- 
marks to the House, but at the same time 
I wish to apologise to your Lordships for 
intruding on this occasion. I am _ well 
aware of the practice of your Lordships’ 
House, and if Parliament were meeting. 
under ordinary circumstances, and to 
consider an ordinary state of affairs, it 
would be easy to postpone any remarks 
that one might have to make until some 
more suitable occasion. But, my Lords, 
I am afraid this is the only occasion we 
shall have of expressing our opinions 
with regard to this matter, and therefore 
I am compelled to trespass upon your 


Lordships’ patience for a very few 
moments. The general tone of the 
debate hitherto must, I think, give 
satisfaction to every lover of this 


country. It is most satisfactory to know, 
although we might have been sure that it 
would be so, that all parties in this House 
desire to offer Her Majesty’s Government 
all the support which it is in their power 
to give. The ultimatum has done 
away with all party feeling for the 
moment, and has united the whole 
country, because it proves the accuracy 
of the suspicion which has been enter- 
tained for a long time, and which is very 
widely entertained, that President Kruger 
never intended to give to the Uitlanders 
any privileges that were really deserving 
| the name, and that this move on his part 
has been a move not so much against the 





27 Address in Answer to 


Uitlanders as against British authority in 


South Africa. I feel sure he has been | 
grossly deceived in this matter. There is | 


some reason to think he is under the im- 
pression that he will obtain support from 
abroad. He will probably be soon un- 
deceived on that head. But that this 
move on his part has for its intention the 
abrogation of British authority in South 
Africa is shown by the series of cireum- 
stances which appear throughout the 
Papers, and with most of which your 
Lordships are already acquainted. For 
what purpose has been the armament of 
Pretoria? For what purpose have hun- 
dreds of thousands of rifles been brought 
into the Orange Free State and the 
Transvaal, far more than are required 
for all the Boers in those two States ? 
For what purpose has been the offen- 
sive and defensive alliance with the 
Orange Free State? The Uitlanders, 
who have lately been making re- 
presentations to Her Majesty’s High 
Commissioner, Sir Alfred Milner, have 
“pointed out to him, in language which is 
well deserving of your Lordships’ atten- 
tion, that they believe this is in reality a 
move directed against the whole power of 
this country. It is not necessary to say 
anything further on the general question, 
but the noble Earl the Leader of the 
Opposition pointed out to your Lordships 
that some of Mr. Chamberlain’s methods 
and plans of action had not been, in his 
opinion, what they ought to have been. 
The noble Earl first of all told us that his 
tongue was to some extent tied, but he 
then proceeded to untie it and to go into 
the very details which I understood him 
to say he deprecated. I must confess I 
do not see any objection to the course he 
finally adopted. I am only sorry he did 
not pursue it a little further. The opinions 
of Mr. Chamberlain and the action of 
Mr. Chamberlain, after all, do not go to 
the root of the question, They are 
matters of secondary importance. Upon 
the determination of this country to 
maintain our power in South Africa we 
are one and all agreed, and on that point 
there is no difference whatever. But, in 
view of the criticisms which have been 
directed against some of Mr. Chamber- 
lain’s methods and actions, I would like 
to ask the noble Earl the Under Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies a question 
or two. Your Lordships will recollect 
that at one time Mr. Chamberlain—at 


the end of July, I think it was—offered 


The Earl of Camperdvwn. 
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'to the Transvaal Government a Joint 
Inquiry as to whether the provisions of 
their law, giving a seven years franchise, 
were such as would efficiently carry out 
their reported intention. In reply to 
that the Transvaal Government raised 
objections to a Joint Inquiry, and made 
an alternative proposal of a law which 
should give a five years franchise; but 
they attached certain conditions with 
regard to the suzerainty and other 
matters. This they asked Mr. Chamber- 
lain to accept as a substitute. It 
was not at all surprising. that Mr. 
Chamberlain declined to accept the 
proposal accompanied by such  con- 
ditions. The conditions with regard 
to the suzerainty were in diametrical 
opposition to the opinions he had already 
expressed in despatches. ‘The Transvaal 
Government then asked that Mr. Cham- 
berlain should revert to the Joint Inquiry 
into their seven years franchise, but the 
right hon. Gentleman declined, and said 
matters had gone beyond that point. The 
question I would address to the noble 
Karl the Under Secretary is, What were 
Mr. Chamberlain’s reasons for so 
declining? There is another question 
I wish to address to the noble Earl. 
Objection has been raised that Mr. 
Chamberlain increased his terms, and, 
instead of this inquiry with regard to a 
seven years franchise, insisted that there 
must be a five years franchise without 
any conditions at all. I admit that any 
careful person who has read _ the 
Blue Books will have seen that 
Mr. Chamberlain insisted from the 
first on a_ five years franchise, 
but great fault has been found 
with him for his action. Mr. Chamber- 
lain said he felt sure President Kruger, if 
once there was a Joint Inquiry, would 
agree to the variation of certain of the 
conditions proposed, and one of those 
conditions mentioned was the duration of 
the franchise, which President Kruger 
asserted at that time was to be for seven 
years. There is one further remark I 
wish to make, and it is with regard to 
the suzerainty. The noble Marquess at 
the head of the Government observed 
that the term had been invented by the 
noble Earl the Earl of Kimberley. 


THE Marevess oF SALISBURY: 
I said it was inserted in the Convention 
by Lord Kimberley. 
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THE Ear, or CAMPERDOWN: At 
all events, the noble Earl was indirectly 
responsible for it. IfI had not seen it 
written I would not have believed it, 
There is no person in this House who is 
more remarkable for accurate ideas and, 
generally speaking, for accurate language 
than the noble Earl who leads the Oppo- 
sition, but I venture to say that the 
drafting of the Conventions of 1881 and 
1884 does anything but credit to their 
authors, whoever they may have been. 
What is really important to consider is 
not the word suzerainty, nor what Mr. 
Chamberlain meant by suzerainty, but what 
President Kruger meant by it ; and what 
he means is to be found in the despatch 
of May 9 of the present year, when Mr. 
Reitz, on behalf of the Transvaal Govern- 
ment, wrote— 


“Inasmuch as the Convention of 1881 was 
entirely abrogated and superseded by that of 
1884, In which alone certain limited and 
specified rights were guaranteed to Great 
Britain without there being any fresh mention 
of self-gov ernment, it follows of itself that 
the now existing right of absolute self-govern- 
ment of this Republic is not derived either 
from the Conventions of 1881 or 1884 but 
simply and solely from the inherent right of 
this Republic as a Sovereign International 
State. 


From that interpretation the Transvaal 
has never receded in the least. No one 
who reads the Blue Books which relate to 
this matter since 1881 can fail to come to 
the conclusion that it is the position of 
the Transvaal as a sovereign independent 
State to which President Kruger attaches 
great importance at the present moment. 
If Mr. Chamberlain had allowed that 
thing to pass uncontradicted he would 
have done his very best to get this nation 
into trouble, possibly at a future time, 
when the trouble would be of greater 
consequence. At the time when the 
Transvaal Government proposed to make 
an alternative offer to Her Majesty’s 
Government of a certain scheme in lieu of 
a Joint Inquiry, the State Attorney, Mr. 
Smuts, had a conversation with the 
British Agent, and I would point out, by 
reading to you two passages from what 
Mr. Smuts said to Mr. Conyngham 
Greene in conversation, how it was 
entirely and fundamentally altered when 
it was translated in a despatch. In a 
conversation it was said that Her 
Majesty's Government were to agree, in 
return for a five years franchise, that the 
present intervention was not to form a 
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precedent for future similar action, and 
that in future no interference in the 
internal affairs of the Republic would 
take place. But when we get to the 
despatch, how does it appear? The 
despatch contains these words— 
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‘“‘In future Her Majesty’s Government are 
not to interfere in the internal affairs of the 
South African Republic.” 


If that had been assented to by Mr. Cham- 
berlain, what would have been the result? 
Not only would Her Majesty’s Govern- 
have undertaken not to interfere, whether 
as suzerain or otherwise, in the internal 
affairs of the Republic, but they would 
have gone so far as to undertake to give 
up that international right which they 
possess of looking after the interests of 
their subjects in the Transvaal State. 
The next condition was— 


“Further, Her Majesty’s Government will 
not insist on the assertion of suzerainty, the 


controversy on this subject being tacitly 
allowed to drop.” 
There was enough danger in that, as 


written in the original telegram, but this 
is the way in which it appears in the 
despatch— 


“ Not to insist further ron its assertion of the 
existence of suzerainty.’ 


The language in the despatch is entirely 
different from the conversations, and, if 
the conditions had been accepted, Her 
Majesty’s Government would have given 
up that right which Mr. Chamberlain has 
said or more than one occasion he would 
not surrender under any circumstances 
whatever. There was another condition, 
that 


“As soon as the franchise 
heeome law, arbitration, from 
foreign element is to be excluded, 
aceeded.” 


scheme has 
which the 
is to be 


If that condition had been accepted 

the words in which it stands, Her 
Majesty’s Government would have bound 
themselves to agree to arbitration on all 
matters. They would have agreed to 
arbitrate not only on the interpretation 
of terms in the Convention, but on all 
matters, and thereby they would have 
placed the Transvaal on an equality with 
themselves as a free and sovereign inde- 
pendent State. Indeed, traps have been 
laid for Her Majesty’s Government by 


the Transvaal from the beginning to the 
negotiations, 


end of the and if Min 
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Chamberlain had given way, and not 
insisted on maintaining the supremacy of 
this country, whether it is described as 
suzerainty or paramountcy, he would 
have failed most grossly in his duty to 
his Sovereign and his country. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror THE COLONIES (The 
Earl of SELBORNE): My Lords, before I 
answer the question which the noble Earl 
has put to me, I would like, with the 
permission of the noble Earl the Leader 
of the Opposition to make a reference to 
one or two of his remarks. We have 
heard an argument from the two noble 
Lords most qualified to take part in this 
Debate as to the respective merits of 
various systems of diplomacy. I would 
not dare to give any expression of opinion 
in the presence of such experts, but the 
Leader of the Opposition, in criticising 
the Government for repeatedly publish- 
ing at an early date the despatches and 
telegrams they had sent, entirely forgot 
one thing—namely, that, apart altogether 
from any action of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, the other parties to the negotia- 
tions, the Transvaal Republic, were per- 
petually publishing accounts themselves, 
but with this great difference—that on 
every occasion the version they published 
was inaccurate. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: Did 
they publish that long telegram from Sir 
Alfred Milner of May 5 ? 


THE Eart or SELBORNE: I did 
not understand the noble Earl to confine 
his criticism to that telegram only. Sup- 
pose the Government had published their 
Blue Book, and had introduced this sub- 
ject to the country and to Parliament 
without any expression of opinion from 
the High Commissioner, the first thing 
the noble Earl opposite would have asked 
would have been, ‘‘ What does your High 
Commissioner think !” Would it have 
been possible to conduct a debate in 
Parliament and conceal the views of the 
High Commissioner ? 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY : I took 
exception to the time the telegram was 
published, not to its being ultimately 
published. 


THe Earn or SELBORNE: We 
were bound to publish the views ex- 


The Earl of Camperdown. 
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I am certain no one would have criticised 
us more severely than the noble Earl if we 
had withheld from Parliament and the 
country the views of Sir Alfred Milner. 
I must, with your Lordships’ permission, 


‘touch once more on the question of 


suzerainty, which was raised by the 
noble Earl. The noble Earl made it a 
subject of very severe criticism of Mr. 
Chamberlain that he had so arranged the 
controversy as to turn it upon a_ re- 
assertion of the claim of suzerainty, and 
that this had produced in the mind of 
President Kruger, and’ in the minds of 
the Boers, a fertile cause of suspicion. 
This is all a complete misconception. 
We never raised the question of suzer- 
ainty at all in connection with the fran- 
chise controversy. If you look through 
the whole of the correspondence, be- 
ginning with the despatch of May 5 in 
answer to the petition of the Uitlanders, 
you will not find the word suzerainty 
used once until Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment had to answer «estions and 
conditions submitted by President Kruger 
in the telegrams of August 1% and 21. 
The fact is, whatever opinion may be heldas 
to whatiscalled thesuzerainty controversy, 
that controversy was absolutely finished 
and concluded before the franchise con- 
troversy began, and it was President 
Kruger, and President Kruger only, who 
dragged into the franchise controversy 
the question of the suzerainty. I think I 
ean show your Lordships, very briefly, 
how that was. “ Why,” it is asked, “ did 
Her Majesty’s Government raise the 
suzerainty controversy at all!” That is 
a fair question to ask, and one which it is 
my duty to answer. When the present 
Government came into power they in- 
herited a controversy which had begun 
under their predecessors—a controversy 
connected with the submission of Treaties. 
Under Article IV. of the Convention of 
Pretoria, no treaty made by the South 
African Republic is valid unless by the 
consent of Her Majesty. A controversy 
arose as to the particular form in which 
Her Majesty’s assent was to be signified, 
or, rather, as to the particular stage in 


‘the completion of the Treaty at which it 


was to be held as concluded. This con- 


' troversy ran on into the middle of 1897, 


when the South African Republic, in a 
despatch of the 7th of May, refused toaccept 
our interpretation of the meaning of the 
Convention, and brought forward a pro 











as 





~ 


el nd 


rw mR 


> se 








33 Address in Answer to 


posal to submit the interpretation of the | 
Convention and the manner of exercising | 


Her Majesty’s powers toforeignarbitration. 
That was a most important step on their 
part, and one which it was quite impos- 
sible for Her Majesty’s Government to 
pass over in silence, because it was only 
a repetition of their old proposals, which 
were scouted by Lord Derby. Through- 
out the whole of these negotiations and 
controversies between successive Govern- 
ments in this country and Pretoria, the 
one abiding object of the Government of 
Pretoria has been to assert equality with 
Her Majesty. They have left no oppor- 
tunity untried to obtain a recognition of 
equality. It was with that object, and 
no other, that in 1883 they asked Lord 
Derby to make a treaty, and the cardinal 
feature of it was that any points of dif- 
ference of interpretation in future were 
to be referred to a foreign arbitrator 
as between two equal Powers. Lord 
Derby absolutely repudiated this as 
« proposal which neither in form 
nor in substance the Government 


could consider. Just as Lord Derby | 


was compelled, in emphatic terms, to 
assert the position of Her Majesty, so the 
present Government felt that it would be 
a vital mistake to let these assertions go 
by unnoticed, and that nothing was more 


question, than not to assert plainly but in 


unaggressive language what the facts | 


were. And so it came to pass that in 
October, 1897, a despatch was written 


which merely restated exactly the relative | 


positions of Her Majesty and the South 
African Republic. It asserted that the 
Conventions were not treaties between 
equal Powers, and it defined the relations 
existing. It was in defining those rela- 
tions that the word suzerainty was 
used. That was in October, 1897. A 
long and very slow correspondence fol- 
lowed. I do not propose to argue the 
question of suzerainty. The point I 
want to impress upon your Lordships is 
this, that this controversy had practically 
dropped before the franchise controversy 
began. I can prove that that was so. I 
will read to your Lordships a quotation 
from the despatch of Her Majesty’s 
Government to the Acting High Commis- 
sioner, dated December 15, 1898— 


“What the substance of suzerainty is was 
described by Lord Kimberley in his despatch 
of March 31, 1881, as quoted by the State 
Secretary in paragraph 5 of his note—namely, 
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‘superiority over a State possessing indepen- 
dent rights of government, subject to reserva- 
tions with reference to certain specified 
matters.’ These words appear to Her 
Majesty’s Government accurately to describe 
the existing relations between Her Majesty 
and the South African Republic. Her 
Majesty’s Government have taken note of the 
assurance, once more repeated at the com- 
mencement of Dr. Leyds’s note, that the 
Government of the South African Republic are 
. in every respect to abide by the stipu- 
ations of the Convention of 1884. These 
stipulations undoubtedly include ‘ reservations 
with reference to certain specified matters.’ 
There is thus no controversy as to the essential 
point in the relations between the two Govern- 
ments, which gives to Great Britain a position 
of superiority; and, having regard to this 
position and to their determination not to 
ermit the interference of any foreign Power 
petween Great Britain and the South African 
Republic, Her Majesty’s Government are un- 
able to alter their decision not to submit to 
the arbitration of a foreign Power questions 
relating to the interpretation or infringement 
of the Conventions between them.” 


THe Eart oF KIMBERLEY: Is that 
in the Blue Book ? 


THE EArt oF SELBORNE: Yes, 
c. 9507. This despatch was sent in . 
December of last year, and the answer 
was dated May 9 this year. It was the 
answer in which the Government of the 


| South African Republic asserted their 
false in diplomacy, in relation to such aj status as that of Sovereign International 
| State. Her Majesty's Government sent 


no elaborate reply, but the last word in 
the controversy was contained in the 
despatch of July 13, in the same Blue 
Book, in which Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment declare that “they have no 
intention of continuing to discuss this 
question.” Therefore it is absolutely 
proved that, except for this, the whole of 
this controversy was concluded before 
the franchise controversy began. It 
could not, moreover, have had any par- 
ticular effect on President Kruger’s mind 
when the franchise controversy com- 
menced, because, when he went to 
Bloemfontein to discuss the franchise 
with Sir Alfred Milner, although he 
mentioned several subjects which inter- 
ested his Government, he never men- 
tioned the word suzerainty, which was 
not introduced into this question at all 
until it was suddenly put in as a condi- 
tion in the telegrams of August 19 and 
21 from the Government of Pretoria. 
Therefore I say emphatically that it is 
not accurate to assert that Mr. Chamber- 
lain was most unfortunate in making this 
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controversy turn ena reassertion of the|the British Agent, Mr. Conyngham 
claim to suzerainty. I do not wish to/ Greene, had promised to recommend the 
detain your Lordships long, but I should | proposals which were made for the 
like to be allowed to say a word on a/| acceptance of Her Majesty’s Government, 
point which the noble Lord who spoke | and it is also said that the whole drift of 
last has raised, and which has been a very | his negotiations with the State Attorney, 
fruitful subject of criticism in the/and the answers sent by Her Majesty’s 
speeches that have been made against |Government, would naturally lead the 
the Government in the country. I refer to| Government of Pretoria to think that 
the question as to why, after having | their proposals were going to be accepted. 
invited the Government of the South | But, as the noble Earl has pointed out, 
African Republic to an examination of | there were very great and important dis- 
their franchise law of July, Her Majesty’s | tinctions between the proposals which 
Government practically withdrew that in- | Mr. Conyngham Greene said he was pre- 
vitation six weeks later. Iam afraid Imust | pared to recommend and the proposals 
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ask your Lordships to follow the details | 
of the negotiations closely. On July 27 
the Government telegraphed proposing a | 
Joint Inquiry into the details of the law | 
of July, not into the one detail of seven 
years’ qualification, but into the whole 
franchise law. 


THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN : It is 
quite true that the despatch was written 
on the 27th July, but it was held back, 
for certain reasons, and delivered some | 
day in August, I believe the 23rd. 


THe Eart or SELBORNE: The 
written despatch was sent off on the 27th 
July. It was not delivered, it is quite 
true, till the middle of August, but a 
telegraphic summary was sent the same | 
day. The very next day after the tele- 
gram was written the proposal was before | 
the Government of Pretoria at full length. | 
On Augusi 15 the British Agent tele- | 
graphed that as the Government of Pre- 
toria were anxious to avoid this Joint 
Inquiry, which they regarded as deroga- 
tory to their independence, they were 
prepared to make certain alternative 
proposals. On August 17 Her Majesty’s | 
Government telegraphed as follows— 


“Tf the South African Republic Government 
should reply to the invitation to a Joint Inquiry 
put forward by Her Majesty's Government by 
formally making the proposals described in 
your telegram, such a course would not be | 
regarded by Her Majesty’s Government as a 
refusal of their offer, but they would be pre- | 
pared to consider the reply of the South African 
Republic Government on its merits.” 


On August 19 and 21 the Government 
of the South African Republic telegraphed | 
their formal offer ; and on September 5, | 
after receiving the reply of Her Majesty’s | 
Government to that offer, they withdrew | 





which were actually made. I will give 
you one instance. The first telegram 
from Mr. Conyngham Greene was on 
August 15. It was initialled by the State 
Attorney, and therefore its correctness 


_was absolutely proved. In that telegram 


it was stated that— 


“The simple details of the Franchise Law 
to be discussed with British agent. He may 
have his own legal adviser. Any other points 
which may arise to be discussed in the same 
way. 


| But when it came to the despatch, the 


allusion to this branch of the subject was 
as follows— 


“Government of the South African Re 
public will always be prepared to take into 
consideration such friendly suggestions re- 
garding the details of the Franchise Law as 
Her Majesty's Government, through the 
British Agent, may wish to convey to it.” 


I am not going to dwell on the misunder- 
standing which unfortunately arose be- 
tween the State Attorney and the British 
Agent. All I have to say is, that the 
British Agent is a trained diplomatist 
who has for many years proved his 
ability on many fields, and it is at least 
unlikely that he should have, to any great 
extent, misunderstood what the State 
Attorney said to him. It is necessary to 
draw attention to the very remarkable 
conflict of statement on the part of the 
South African Republic. On the one 


| hand, the accusation made against Mr. 


Conyngham Greene, and against Her 
Majesty’s Government, by no less a per- 
son than the President of the Orange 
Free State, is that the South African 
Republic were led on to make these 
proposals, and were induced at the pour- 
parlers to believe that their pro- 
posals would be accepted. This is, 


their proposal. It is said, my Lords, that | in fact, an accusation of bad faith 


The Earl of Selborne. 
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against the Government, founded 
on what is supposed to have passed 
between Mr. Conyngham Greene and Mr. 
Smuts. But what does Mr. Smuts say in 
the Blue Book which has just been pub- 
lished? Your Lordships will remember 
that the accusation of bad faith is founded 
upon his conversation with Mr. Conyngham 
Greene, and yet on page 24 of the Blue 
Book is a letter from Mr. Smuts to Mr. 
Greene, dated August 25, in which he 
makes the following extraordinary state- 
ment— 


“T am very sorry that this misunderstanding 
should have arisen and produced an apparently 
wrong impression on the minds of Her 
Majesty’s Government. I never intended these 
conversations to be conveyed to your Govern- 
ment, and would have spoken in such terms as 
to have removed all possible cause of mis- 
understanding from your mind.” 


The principal answer I have to make in 
regard to this part of the negotiations is 
twofold. In the first place, any reference 
to the Blue Book will show that the 
answers Her Majesty’s Government gave 
to the conditions about non-interference 
and ‘'suzerainty were the exact answers 
that Mr. Conyngham Green had told the 
Government of Pretoria would be given. 
Therefore, when they made their offer 
they knew what the answer would be, 
and the statement that they withdrew 
their offer because of the answer they re- 
ceived will not bear examination. I am 
asked why, after that offer was with- 
drawn, we did not go back into an exami- 
nation of the law of July. In the interval 
that law had been carefully examined by 
competent legal critics in South Africa, 
and if your Lordships will only consult 
the analyses of that law to be found in 
the Blue Book published in August, you 
will see that no law that can possibly be 
imagined would be less calculated to carry 
out the object the Government had in 
view—namely, to obtain an immediate 
and substantial representation for the 
Uitlander population—than that law. 
It is no exaggeration to say that the law 
was drafced for the express purpose of 
taking away from the Uitlanders that 
franchise which it pretended to give to 
them. It is simply a travesty of the 


truth to contend that that law could have 
offered any solution for the object which 
Her Majesty’s Government were pursu- 
ing. Having found out, in the mean- 
time, that there was no good to be 
got out of that law, and six'| 
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weeks having been wasted by the alter- 
native offer of the Government of Pre- 
toria—an offer which, as I have already 
said, they withdrew because an answer 
was given them which they knew before- 
hand would be given—Her Majesty’s 
Government thought it would be trifling 
with a great crisis to go back at the end 
of the period to an examination of a law 
which had been shown to be quite impos- 
sible to work. Therefore, upon both these 
two points the answer is quite conclusive. 
I believe the solution of all these conun- 
drums is that which the noble Lord [Lord 
Loch] and the noble Marquess at the 
head of the Government have given us. I 
do not believe the Government of the 
South African Republic ever intended to 
give the franchise to the Uitlanders, and 
the reason is this—that they and those 
who sympathise with them in the Orange 
Free State—and this is a key to the 
otherwise inexplicable attitude of the 
Orange Free State—have had an ideal 
before their minds, quite honourable 
in itself, and one they were entitled 
as free men to cherish if they 
chose, yet which had this unfortunate 
and deadly blot in its conception, that it 
was absolutely incompatible with the ideal 
of the British people. That ideal was 
that the future development of South 
Africa should be on Dutch and not on 
British lines—that if South Africa should 
be federated in the future it should be 
outside and not within the orbit of the 
British Empire. It is simply a conflict of 
two ideals which are incompatible, and 
the whole attitude of the South African 
Republic in this controversy has, I believe, 
been actuated by their determination to 
do everything in their power to render 
their ideal less difficult to attain. This 
is not a war about the letter “s,” or any 
small distinction between five and seven 
years franchise. It is a war brought 
about because two people, who ought to 
be kindred and who ought to be friends, 
have, unfortunately for themselves, 
cherished and aspired to two different 
ideals. Regretful, sad, and distressed as 
we are that we should be brought into 
conflict with the Dutch in South Africa, 
yet, when we were confronted with this 
question as to whether the paramountcy, 
the predominance of British influence was 
to be for ever asserted in South Africa or 
not, there could be no hesitation or doubt 
as to the line the Government should 
take. 

B 2 
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THe EArt or CAMPERDOWN: I; 
should like to remind the noble Earl that | 
there was one question I put to him which | 
he has inadvertently omitted to answer. 
Mr. Chamberlain has been accused of | 
having increased his terms to five years. 


THe Eart or SELBORNE: In reply | 
to that, I would point out that Sir Alfred | 
Milner began at Bloemfontein by asking 
for five years, and that the final offer of 
Her Majesty’s Government was five | 
years. 


Address agreed to, nemine dissentiente, | 
and ordered to be presented to Her 
Majesty by the Lords with White Staves. | 


reper | 
COMMITTEES. 


The Eart or Morey appointed, | 
nemine dissentiente, to take the Chair in | 
all Committees of this House for this | 
Session. 

Committee for Privileges appointed. 


Committee for the Journals appointed. | 


Stoppages in the Streets, Order to! 
prevent, renewed. 


Appeal Committee appointed. 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS. 

Ordered, That for the purposes of the 
Judicial Business of this House, Monday | 
the 13th day of November next be! 
deemed the “ first sitting day after the 
Recess.” 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
The Lord Chancellor acquainted the 
House that the following Papers having | 
been commanded to be presented to this , 
House by Her Majesty had been so pre- | 
sented on the following dates by delivery ' 
to the Clerk of the Parliaments, pur- 


suant to Order of the House of the 17th | 


February 1896, viz. : | 


TRADE REP‘ RTS, 1898—ANNUAL 
SERIES. 


x 


Diplomatic and Consular Reports on | 
Trade and Finance : | 
No. 2329. Nicaragua. (August 10.) 

No. 2330. Italy (Naples). (August 
10.) 
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No. 2331. Italy (Sicily). (August 
16.) 

No. 2332. Brazil (Rio Grande do 
Sul) (August 18.) 

No. 2333. Portugal (Madeira). 
(August 18.) 

No. 2334. Madagascar. (August 18.) 

No. 2335. Germany (Dantzig.) 
(August 22 

No. 2336. Mexico. (August 22 

No. 2337. Sweden (Gothenburg.) 
(August 22 

No. 2338. Egypt (Port Said and 
Suez.) (August 22 

No. 2339. Japan (North Formosa.) 
(August 22 

No. 2340. China (Wuhu). (August 
99 

No. 2341. Japan (Tainan). (August 
26.) 

No. 2342. Russia (Riga). (August 
30.) 

No. 2343. Russia. (August 30.) 

No. 2344. Germany. (August 31.) 

No. 2345. Germany (Stettin). (Sep- 
tember 2.) 

No. 2346. Persia (Persian Gulf). 
(September 2.) 

No. 2347. Borneo (British North 
Borneo). (September 2.) 

No. 2348. China (Kiungchow). (Sep- 
tember 5.) 

No. 2349. United States (San Fran- 
cisco). (September 8.) 

No. 2350. France (Réunion). (Sep- 
tember 8.) 

No, 2351. Zanzibar. (September 21). 

No. 2352. United States (Philadel- 
phia). (September 21.) 

No. 2353. Siam (Bangkok). (Sep- 
tember 14.) 

No. 2354. Guatemala (Trade, Agri- 
culture, and Finance). (Sep- 
tember 14.) 

No. 2355, Japan (Nagasaki). (Sep- 
tember 14.) 

No. 2356, Austria-Hungary (Bosnia 
and the Herzegovina). (Septem- 
ber 20.) 

No. 2357. Bulgaria. (September 20.) 

No. 2358. Hayti. (September 23.) 

No. 2359. Turkey (Angora). (Sep- 
tember 28.) 

No. 2360. Guiana (French and 
Dutch). (September 28.) 

No. 2361. Havana. (October 3.) 
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MISCELLANEOUS SERIES. 


Reports on Subjects of General and | 
Commercial Interest— | 
No. 509. British trade with Switzer- | 

land. (August 16.) | 
No. 510. Brazil (Commercial intelli- 

gence). (August 30.) 


No. 511. Brazil (Cotton spinning | 


30.) 

No. 512. Brazil (Coffee production 
in Brazil and consumption in the 
United States). (September 2.) 

No. 513. Hungary (Zone tariff rail- 
ways). (September 8.) 

No. 514. Mexico (Tobacco). (Sep- 
tember 8.) | 

No. 515. Hungary (Financial result 
of the purchase and working of 
the State railways). (October 2.) 





TREATY SERIES. 


No. 16 (1889). Convention between 
the United Kingdom and Guatemala re- 
lative to trade marks; signed at Guate- 
mala, 20th July 1898.  [Ratifications 
exchanged at Guatemala, 28th July 1899. ] 
(September 7.) 

No. 17 (1899). Convention between 
the United Kingdom and Belgium relative 
to the remittance of Money Orders by 
Telegraph between the two Countries ; 
signed at London, 15th September, 1899. 

Ratifications exchanged at London, 29th 
September, 1899.] (October 10.) 











| 
VENEZUELA. 

No. 4 (1899). British Guiana Boundary 
Arbitration: Case of the United States 
of Venezuela before the Tribunal of 
Arbitration to convene at Paris under 
the provisions of the treaty between the 
United States of Venezuela and Her 
Britannic Majesty ; signed at Washing- 
ton, 2nd February 1897. Volume I. 
{August 29.) 

No. 5 (1899). British Guiana Boundary 
Arbitration: Counter case of same: 
Volume I. (August 29.) 

No. 6 (1899). British Guiana Boundary 
Arbitration: Printed argument on behalf 
of same (J. M. de Rojas, agent of Vene- 
zuela, Benjamin Harrison, Benjamin F. 
Tracy, 8. Mallet-Prevost, James Russell 
Soley, counsel for Venezuela). (August 
29.) 
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AFRICA. 


No. 8 (1899). Correspondence respect- 
ing the status of slavery in East Africa 
and the Islands of Zanzibar and Pemba. 
(August 24.) 


No. 9 (1899). Report by Lieutenant- 
Colonel Macdonald, R.E., of his expedi- 
tion from the Uganda Protectorate, 3rd 


and weaving industries). August | ved 1898, to 5th March 1899. (August 


SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC. 


Correspondence relating to the status 
of the South African Republic (in con- 
tinuation of [C.-8721.]). (August 11.) 


Further correspondence relating to pro- 
posed political reforms in the South 
African Republic (in continuation of [C.- 
9415.]). (August 25.) 

Further correspondence relating to 
political affairs in the South African 
Republic (in continuation of [C.-9518.}). 
(September 9.) 

Further correspondence relating to 
political affairs in- the South African 
Republic (in continuation of [C.-9521.)}). 
(October 2.) 

NIGERIA. 

Correspondence relating to the Benin 
Territories Expedition, 1899. (Octo- 
ber 10.) 

SAMOA, No. 1 (1899). 

Correspondence respecting the affairs 


of Samoa. Report of the Joint Commis- 
sion. (October 11.) 


COLONIES (ANNUAL) REPORTS. 

No. 266. Leeward Islands, 1898. 
(August 14.) 

No. 267. St. Lucia, 1898. (August 23.) 

No. 268. Fiji, 1898. (August 30.) 

No. 269. Turks and Caicos Islands, 
1898. (September 5.) 

No. 270. Malta, 1898. (September 20.) 

No. 271. Gold Coast, 1898. (Septem- 
ber 20.) 

No. 272. Trinidad, 1898. 
ber 20.) 

No. 273. Sierra Leone, 1898. (Sep- 
tember 27.) 

No. 274. Ceylon, 1898. (October 5.) 


(Septem- 
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CEYLON, HONG KONG, AND STRAITS 
SETTLEMENTS. 


Correspondence regarding the measures 
te be adopted for checking the spread of 
venereal disease (in continuation of H.C. 
147). ‘September 16.) 


STRAITS SETTLEMENTS. 


Reports on the Federated Malay States, 
for 1898. (September 27.) 


PRISON COMMISSION (SCOTLAND). 


Report on Prison Dietaries, by James 
Craufurd Dunlop, M.D. (August 16.) 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRE- 
LAND) COMMISSION. 
Final Report of the Commissioners. 
(August 16.) 


Part JI. Minutes of Evidence. 
(August 16.) 
Part II. Miscellaneous Documents. 


(August 16.) 


Appendix thereto— | 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP. | 
Dangerous Trades.—Final Report of 
the Departmental Committee, appointed | 
by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, to inquire into and report | 
upon certain miscellaneous dangerous | 
trades. (August 17.) 


Lead Compounds in Potteries.—Re- | 
port to the Secretary of State for the | 
Home Department by Thomas Oliver, | 
M.D., F.R.C.P., Physician to the Royal | 
Infirmary, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, upon | 
the Pottery Industry in France. (Sep- | 
tember 28.) | 


LUNACY (SCOTLAND). 
Forty-firss Annual Report of the 


General Board of Commissioners in 
Lunacy for Scotland. (August 17.) 


NAVY. 
Report to the Lords Commissioners of | 
the Admiralty of the Committee on the | 





training of Naval Medical Officers. | 
(August 19.) 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 
Proceedings: Return for June 1899. 
(August 19.) 
Judicial Rents: Return for January 
1899. (August 19.) 


Judicial Rents: Return for February 
1899. (September 14.) 
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MINES AND QUARRIES. 


General Reports and Statistics for 
1898 : 


| Part II. Labour—General Report 

and Statistics relating to persons 
employed and accidents at mines 
and quarries in the United King- 
dom, and to the enforcement of 
the Mines and Quarries Acts. 
(August 23.) 


Part III. Output—General Report 
and Statistics relating to the out- 
put and value of the minerals 
raised in the United Kingdom, 
the amount and value of the 
metals produced, and the ex- 
ports and imports of minerals. 
(September 30.) 














INDIA. 
Statistical Abstracts relating to British 
India from 1888-89 to 1897-98. Thirty- 
third number. (September 1.) 


TRAMWAY AND GAS AND WATER 
ORDERS. 

Report by the Board of Trade of their 
proceedings under the Tramways Act, 
1870, and the Gas and Waterworks 
Facilities Act, 1870, during the Session 


| of 1899. (September 2.) 


EXPLOSIVES (IGNITION OF CORDITE 
AT MESSRS. KYNOCH’S FACTORY). 
Report to the Secretary of State for the 

Home Department by Colonel A. Ford 

C.B., Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Ex- 

plosives, on the circumstances attending 

an ignition of cordite which occurred in 
the blending and packing house of the 
factory of Messrs. Kynoch, Limited, at 

Holehaven, Essex, on the 8th June, 1899. 

(September 28.) 


LOCAL TAXATION (ROYAL COM- 
MISSION). 


Memoranda chiefly relating to the 


| classification and incidence of Imperial 


and local taxes. (October 4.) 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


POST OFFICE (TELEGRAPH MONEY 
ORDERS). 

Additional articles to the Money 

Order Convention of the 7th-14th of 

October 1871, between the General Post 
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Office of the United Kingdom of Great | tories in which the material used is flax, 
Britain and Ireland and the General Post | jute, or hemp, the special exceptions with 
Office of the Netherlands ; presented (by | regard to meal hours contained in section 
Command), and ordered to lie on the|52 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 
Table. 1878. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. | , Laid before the House (pummant to 
Q i), a e. 
Rules of the Supreme Court (October) Pn ee ee ee 


1899. 
MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 


BOARD. 
Accounts for the year ended Ist July 
| 1899 ; Delivered (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT, 
1899. 
Rules, dated Ist of September, 1899. 


INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN ENGLAND). House adjourned at five minutes be- 


Return of all los ‘aj ee fore Seven of the clock, to 
7 enced pecan England Thursday next, a quarter past 


under the provisions of any Acts of Par- | Four of the clock. 
liament chargeable on the revenues of | 

India outstanding at the commencement | a 

of the half year ended on the 30th Sep- | 

tember, 1899, with the rates of interest | HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
and total amount payable thereon, ete. | 


| Tuesday, 17th October 1899. 





PRISONS (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1877. 


Rule made by the Sceretary for Scot- 
land under the Fine or Imprisonment | 


| ane 


(Scotland and Ireland) Act, 1899. | The House met at Two of the Clock. 
TRINIDAD. | Message to attend the Lords Com- 


oe : | missi s by Black Rod. 
Additional Prison Rule relating to the | missioners by Black Ro 


employment of female prisoners. : 
iti I The House went; and, having re- 


SAINT LUCIA, | tuned :— 
_ Regulation amending the Prison Rules | ELECTIONS. 
in respect of the period during which shot | Ordered, That all Members who are 
drill may be performed. | 3 ; 
‘returned for two or more places in any 
N ERVITITN ED apne tose yea, | part of the United Kingdom do make 
PEN CONDITIONAL a their election for which of the places they 
? iad eneinie | will serve, within one week after it shall 


Licenses granted to— | appear that there is no question upon the 
; : 

Nil return for that place; and if anything 

I. Ada Bennett. ishall come in question touching the 

II. Ada Lillian Sherlock. | return or election of any Member, he is 


'to withdraw during the time the matter 
Convicts under detention in Aylesbury is in debate ; and that all Members re- 
Prison, permitting the said Ada Bennett | turned upon double returns to withdraw 
and Ada Lillian Sherlock to be at large | till their returns are determined. 
on condition that they enter the Royal | 
Victoria Home, Horfield, Bristol. Resolved, That no Peer of the Realm, 
except such Peers of Ireland as shall for 
gh ge iu wee rs ——— the time being ve wend ae and 
NF MEAL HOURS) (FLAX, JUTE, shall not have declined to serve, for any 
ee Se ee | county, city, or borough of Great Britain, 
Order made by the Secretary of State | hath any right to give his vote in the 
for the Home Department, dated 6th Sep-| election of any Member to serve in 
tember 1899, extending to textile fac-| Parliament. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it is a high infringement of the 
liberties and privileges of the Commons 
of the United Kingdom for any Lord of 
Parliament, or other Peer or Prelate, 
not being a Peer of Ireland at the time 
elected, and not having declined to serve 
for any county, city, or borough of 
Great Britain, to concern himself in the 
election of Members to serve for the 
Commons in Parliament, except only 
any Peer of Ireland, at such elections in 
Great Britain respectively where such 
Peer shall appear as candidate, or by 
himself, or any others, be proposed to be 
elected; or for any Lord Lieutenant or 
Governor of any county to avail himself 
of any authority derived from his com- 
mission, to influence the election of any 


Member to serve for the Commons in | 


Parliament.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Mr. J. LOWTHER (Kent, Thanet) : 
I desire to submit an Amendment with a 
view to confining the operation of this 
Sessional Order to the cases of Lord 
Lieutenants of Counties. It will not be 
necessary for me to detain the House for 
more than a very few moments. My 
right hon. friend the First Lord of the 
Treasury gave me credit for very great 
consistency and persistency in connection 
with this matter. At the risk of forfeiting 
his good opinion I own at once that the 
fact whether Peers do or do not take 
part in elections is to me a matter of 
absolute indifference. Many years ago it 
may have been a matter of national im- 
portance, but it has now ceased to be 
so. There is, however, a question 
arising out of the Order to which 
it is impossible to attach too great import- 
ance, and that is whether it is to the credit 
and dignity of the House that it should 
go on affirming in so positive a mannera 
Resolution which it has neither the power 
nor the will to enforce. I need not trouble 
the House with precedents. I take it we 
are all on common ground when I say 
that all Prime Ministers on every side of 
politics have for the last quarter of a 
century ignored this Order. And perhaps 
I may be allowed to remind the House 
that since this Order was last passed it 
has been set at naught in a more persis- 
tent manner than ever. It was last passed 
on the 7th February in the present year, 
and before a week was over two Peers, 


{COMMONS} 





Elections. 48 


occupying a high position in their 
|own neighbourhood, and upon dif- 
‘ferent sides of politics, in two 
| different counties, but on __ identi- 
jeally the same day, set the Order at 
| defiance. I once said that the Order was 
| broken every day. I understated my 
case: it has been broken twice a day. 
Again, in a room under the very shadow 
of this House, practically within its pre- 
cincts, this Order was set at defiance by 
no less a person than the Lord High 
| Chancellor of England, who, on_ that 
occasion—and this shows that the House 
is not in earnest in this matter—was 
moved into the chair by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer and by the First Lord of 
the Admiralty at a meeting which was 
attended by many Privy Councillors and 
by no fewer than four Ministers of the 
Crown. I need make no further com- 
ment, although, in passing, I might point 
out how this example had been followed 
by the Duke of Devonshire and by a 
| Bishop, whom I need not name. The fact 
remains that this Order has during the 
present calendar year been set at defiance 
by Ministers of the Crown in the House 
| of Lords, aided and abetted and actively 
instigated by Cabinet Ministers sitting 
|in the House of Commons. Surely then 
| the House should not go on passing a 
| Sessional Order which is openly defied, 
| and which it has neither the power nor 
the desire to enforce. Without any of 
the laborious research with which my 
right hon. friend so generously credited 
'me, I think I have been able to show that 
| the Order is a farce and a sham, and, I 
| venture to say, one discreditable to the 
| House. I beg therefore to move to limit 
| its operation to Lord Lieutenants of 
Counties. 








| Mr. STANHOPE (Burnley) seconded 
| the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out the words from the word 
‘Kingdom,’ in line 2, to the word ‘for, in 
line 8.”—(Mr. James Lowther.) 


Question put—‘ That the words pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 337 ; Noes, 
76. (Division List, No. 1.) 
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Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, Jas. E. B. (Inverness) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Baker, Sir John 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. (Man.) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Rt. Hn.A.H.S.-(Hunts) 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants.) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddu!ph, Michael 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Billson, Alfred 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlx.) 
Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
‘Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W.) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clarke, Sir Ed. (Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H.Athole 
Colville, John 

Commins, Andrew 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett,A.Cameron (Glasgow) 


Courtney, Rt. Hon. Leonard H. 
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Crombie, John William 
Currie, Sir Donald 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. V. (Cardigan) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, Arthur 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Dorington, Sir John Edw. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Dyke,Rt. Hn.Sir William Hart 
Edwards, Owen Morgan 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(South’ton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn uw. 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn:SirJ.(Man.) 
Field, Admiral! (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Garfit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibney, James 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gladstone, Kt. Hon. H. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Freak. 
Gold, Charles 

Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gurdon,Sir William Brampton 
Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Healy, Maurice (Cork) 

Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 
Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
HedderwickThomasCharlesH 
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Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Rob. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hill,Rt. Hn. A.Staveley(Stafts. 
Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 
Hill, Sir EdwardStock(Bristol 
Hoare,EdwBrodie(Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Holland, Wm. H. (York, W.R.) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHn.SirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kemp, George 

Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Langley, Batty 

Lawrence,Sir E.Durning(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea, Sir Thos. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William E. H. 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Acerington) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Llewelyn, Sir D.- (Swansea) 
Lloyd-George, David 

Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lowther,Rt. Hn.J.W.(Cumb’d) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Calmont, H. L. B. (Cambs.) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E.) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘Killop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Edward W. J. 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milton, Viscount 
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Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel) | 
Moon, Edward Robert Pac y 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 
Moulton. John _— 
Muntz, Philip 
Myers, W illiean Henry 
Newark, Viscount 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hn. Sir H. Stafford 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Pease, J. A. (Northumbl’d) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R. —— 
Pilkington, SirG. A.(Les.S. W. 
Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, ‘Rt. Hn. H. Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Price, Robert ad 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, LtCol. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ric hardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, Rt. Hn. SirMatthew W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. ' 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hac kney) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, W. (Newe. “under- Lyme) 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Boulnois, E Edmund 

Bowles, T.Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Buchanan, Thos. Ryburn 
Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Carvill, P. George Hamilton 
Clark, Dr. G.B. (« Jaithness-sh. ) | 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davitt, Michael 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Ellis, John Edward 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 


Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
| Shaw, Charles Ed. (Stafford) 
| Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 


| Stanley, Hon. 


| Thorburn, Walter 


| Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 


Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. Jn. 
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Round, James 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell,Gen. F. 8.(Cheltenham 


Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry S.(Limehouse) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt Hon Col. E. J. 
Savory, Sir Joseph 


Elections 


| Trev elyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Verney, Hon. R. Greville 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Wallace, Robert 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward, Hon. Robert A. (Crewe) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Weir, James Galloway 





Schwann, Charles E. 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) | 


| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. sley | 
| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Spencer, —, 

A. (¢ Irmskirk) | 
Stanley, Edward m3 (Somerset) | 
Stanley, Sir H.M. (Lambeth) | 
Stanley, Lord (Lancashire) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sturt, Hon. H. Napier | 
Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 


Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 


NOES 


Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gourley, Sir Edwd.Temperley 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Heath, James 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hogan, James Francis 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jacoby, ph Alfred 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth | 











Logan, John William 
Mac Aleese, Daniel 


| MacDonnell, Dr. M.A(Qu’n’s c| 
| Wedderburn, 
| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 


Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Maclure, Sir John William 


MacNeill, John Gordan Swift | 
| M‘Ghee, Richard 


M‘Kenna, Reginald | 
Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry | 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. J.W. (Yorks.) | 


| TELLERS FOR THE 


W elby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams,JohnCarvell (Notts. ) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm. 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, Frederick W. (Norfk) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 


| Wilson,J.W.(W. orcestersh,N. ) 
| Wilson- Todd. W. H. (Yorks.) 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodall, William 

| Woodhouse,SirJ -T.(Hudd’rsf’d 
Woods, Samuel 

Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvil, Marmaduke 1’ Arey 

| Yerburgh, Robert ‘Berke fe) 
Young, Comm’nd’ 'r (Berks, E 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E ong 
Young zer, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 


AYES.— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Priestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Richardson, J. (Durham, 8. E.) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Smith, James Parker (L’n rks) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
| Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Ure, Alexander 

Sir William 


Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 


| Wrightson, Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. James Lowther and Mr. 
Philip Stanhope. 
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Main Question put, and agreed to. that no obstruction be permitted to 
hinder the passage of Members to and 

Resolved, That it is a high infringe- | from this House, and that no disorder be 
ment of the liberties and privileges of | allowed in Westminster Hall, or in the 
the Commons of the United Kingdom for | passages leading to this House, during 
any Lord of Parliament, or other Peer or | the sitting of Parliament, and that there 
Prelate, not being a Peer of Ireland at the | be no annoyance therein or thereabouts ; 
time elected, and not having declined to | and that the Serjeant-at-Arms attending 
serve for any county, city, or borough of | this House do communicate this Order to 
Great Britain, to concern himself in the | the Commissioners aforesaid. 
election of Members to serve for the | 
Commons in Parliament, except only any | VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 
Peer of Ireland, at such Elections | Ordered, That the Votes and Proceed- 
Great Britain respectively where such | ings of this House be printed, being first 
Peer shall appear as a candidate, or by | perused by Mr. Speaker ; and that he do 
himself, or any others, be proposed to be | appoint the printing thereof ; and that no 
elected ; or for any Lord Lieutenant or | person but such as he shall appoint do 
Governor of any county to avail him- presume to print the same. 
self of any authority derived from his 
Commission, to influence the election of | 


any Member to serve for the Commons in | PRIVILEG Ee. ae: 
Parliament. | Ordered, That a Committee of Privi- 


| leges be appointed. 

Resolved, That if it shall appear that | 
any person hath been elected or returned | OUTLAWRIES BILL. 
a Member of this House, or endeavoured} «or the more effectual preventing 
so to be, by bribery, or any other corrupt | Clandestine Outlawries,” read the first 
practices, this House will proceed with | time: to he read a second time. 
the utmost severity against all such | ps 
persons as shall have been wilfully con- | JOURNAI 
cerned in such bribery or other corrupt | rere 


practices. Ordered, That the Journal of this 


| House, from the end of the last Session 
WITNESSES. | to the end of the present Session, with an 


Resolved, That if it shall appear that | Index thereto, be printed. 


any person hath been tampering withany | Ordered, That 500 Copies of the said 
witness, in respect of his evidence to be | Journal and Index be printed by the 
given to this House, or any Committee | appointment and under the direction of 
thereof, or directly or indirectly hath | Sir Reginald Francis Douce Palgrave, 
endeavoured to deter or hinder any per- | K.C.B., the Clerk of this House. 

son from appearing or giving evidence, | Ordered, That the said Journal and 
the same is declared to be a high crime | Index be printed by such person as shall 
or misdemeanor; and this House will 


+ with @ iPr . | be licensed by Mr. Speaker, and that no 
proceed with the utmost severity against | other person do presume to print the 
such offender. 

| same. 
re | 
Resolved, That if it shall appear that) par_IAMENTARY PAPERS (RECESS). 
ee ee eee The following Papers, presented by 
in any case before this House, or any | 5 nt ? 


Committee thereof, this House will pro- | Command of Her Majesty during the 
wind hk the wines severity against | Recess, were delivered to the Librarian of 
* as * 


a | the House of Commons during the Recess, 
such offender ‘pursuant to the Standing Order of the 
14th August 1896 :— 


; .. | 1, South African Republic,—Copy of 
th so ha cae P a eye a ve Correspondence relating to the Status of 
Se ae eee ee | the South African Republic. 


that, during ‘the Session of Parliament, | ; 
the passages through the streets leading) 2. South African Republic,—Copy of 
to this House be kept free and open, and | Further Correspondence relating to Pro- 


\ 


METROPOLITAN POLICE. 
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posed Political Reforms in the South| 14. Venezuela (No. 4, 1899),—Copy of 
African Republic. Case of the United States of Venezuela 

ie ‘ , before the Tribunal of Arbitration to 

3. South African Republic,—Copy of | convene at Paris under the Treaty con- 
Further Correspondence relating to Poli- | cluded at Washington on the 2nd February 
tical Affairs in the South African Re-| 1g97 between Her Britannic Majesty and 
public. the United States of Venezuela respect- 
fing the Settlement of the Boundary he- 


4. South African Republic,—Copy of | fe : : 
Further Correspondence relating to Poli- | 'ween British Guiana and the United 
| States of Venezuela; Vol. 1. 


tical Affairs in the South African Re- 
public. 15. Venezuela (No. 5, 1899),—Copy of 
5. Nigeria,—Copy of Correspondence | Counter Case of the United States of 
relating to the Benin Territories Expedi- | Venezuela before the Tribunal of Arbi- 
tion, 1899. | tration to convene at Paris under the 
4 i : . <1 a | Treaty concluded at Washington on the 
6. Contagious Diseases Ordinances | 2nd February 1897, between Her Britan- 
(Colonies),—Copy of Correspondence re- | nic Majesty and the United States of 
garding the Measures to be adopted for Venezuela respecting the Settlement of 
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checking the spread of Venereal Disease 


in Ceylon, Hong Kong, and the Straits | 


| Vol. 1. 


| 


7. Colonial Reports (Annual),—Copies | 


Settlements. 


the Boundary between British Guiana 
and the United States of Venezuela ; 


16. Venezuela (No. 6, 1899),—Copy of 


of Reports Nos. 266 (Leeward Islands, | Printed Argument on behalf of the 


Annual Report for 1898), 267 (Saint | 
lucia, Annual Report for 1898), 268 | 


(Fiji, Annual Report for 1898), 269 
(Turks and Caicos Islands, Annual Report | 
for 1898), 270 (Malta, Annual Report for | 
1898), 271 (Gold Coast, Annual Report | 
for 1898), 272 (Trinidad, Annual Report | 
for 1898), 273 (Sierra Leone, Annual 

Report for 1898), and 274 (Ceylon, | 
Annual Report for 1898). 


8. StraitsSettlements (Federated Malay | 


States),Copy of Reports on the Fede- | 
rated Malay States for 1898. | 


4 


| 

9. Trade Reports (Annual Series),— | 
Copies of Diplomatic and Consular Re- | 
ports, Annual Series, Nos. 2329 to 2361. | 
10. Trade Reports (Miscellaneous | 
Series),—Copies of Diplomatic and Con- | 
sular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, Nos. | 
509 to 515. | 


11. Africa (No. 8, 1899),—Copy of Cor- | 
respondence respecting the Status of 
Slavery in East Africa and the Islands of 
Zanzibar and Pemba. 

12. Africa (No. 9, 1899),—Copy of 
Report by Lieutenant-Colonel Macdonald, 
R.E., of his Expedition from the Uganda 
Protectorate, 3rd May 1898 to 5th 
March 1899. 


13. Samoa (No. 1, 1899),—Copy of 
Correspondence respecting the Affairs of | 
Samoa. Report of the Joint Commission. | 





United States of Venezuela before the 
Tribunal of Arbitration constituted under 
the Treaty concluded at Washington 
on the 2nd February 1897, between Her 
Britannic Majesty and the United States 
of Venezuela respecting the Settlement of 
the Boundary between British Guiana 
and the United States of Venezuela. 


17. Treaty Series (No. 16, 1899),— 
Copy of Convention between the United 
Kingdom and Guatemala relative to 
Trade Marks. Signed at Guatemala, 
20th July 1898. Ratifications exchanged 


at Guatemala, 28th July 1899. 


18. Treaty Series (No. 17, 1899),— 
Copy of Convention between the United 
Kingdom and Belgium relative to the 
Remittance of Money Orders by Tele- 
graph between the two Countries. Signed 
at London, 15th September 1899. Rati- 
fications exchanged at London, 29th 
September, 1899. 


19. Intermediate Education (Ireland) 
(Commission),—Copy of Final Report of 
the Commissioners appointed to inquire 
into and report upon the system of 
Intermediate Education in Ireland, as 
established by the Intermediate Education 
(Ireland) Act, 1878, ete. 


20. Intermediate Education (Ireland) 
(Commission),—Copy of Appendix to 
Final Report of the Commissioners 
appointed to inquire into and report upon 














ent ER GS Oh 


3 











57 Returns, 


the system of Intermediate Education in 
Ireland, as established by the Inter- 
mediate Education (Ireland) Act, 1878, 
etc. ; Part I. (Minutes of Evidence). 


21. Intermediate Education (Ireland) 
(Commission),—Copy of Appendix to 
Final Report of the Commissioners 
appointed to inquire into and report upon 
the system of Intermediate Education in 
Ireland, as established by the Inter- 
mediate Education (Ireland) Act, 1878, 
ete. ; Part II. (Miscellaneous Documents). 


22. Irish Land Commission (Proceed- 
ings),—Copy of Return of Proceedings of 


the Commission during the month of | 


June 1899. 


23. Irish Land Commission (Judicial 
Rents),—Copy of Returns of Judicial 
Rents fixed during the month of January 
1899. 


24. Irish Land Commission (Judicial 
Rents),—Copy of Returns of Judicial 
Rents fixed during the month of February 
1899. 


25. East India (Statistical Abstract),— 
Copy of Statistical Abstract relating to 
British India from 1888-9 to 1897-8, 
Thirty-third Number. 


26. Lunacy (Scotland), — Copy of 
Forty-first Annual Report of the General 
Board of Commissioners in Lunacy for 
Scotland. 


27. Prisons (Scotland),—Copy of Report 
on Prison Dietaries, by James Craufurd 
Dunlop, M.D. 


28. Tramway and Gas and Water 
Orders,—Copy of Report by the Board 
of Trade of their Proceedings under The 
Tramways Act, 1870, and The Gas and 
Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, during 
the Session of 1899. 


29. Factory and Workshop (Dangerous 
Trades) (Committee),—Copy of Final 
Report of the Departmental Committee 
appointed by the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department to inquire into 
and report upon certain Miscellaneous 
Dangerous Trades. 


30. Mines and Quarries,—Copy of 
General Report and Statistics for the 
year 1898, Part II, Labour; General 
Report and Statistics relating to persons 
employed and Accidents at Mines and 
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Quarries in the United Kingdom, and to 
the enforcement of the Mines and 
Quarries Acts. 


31. Explosions (Holehaven, Essex),— 
Copy of Report by Colonel A. Ford, 
C.B., Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector of 
Explosives, to the Right Hon. the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
on the circumstances attending an ignition 
of Cordite which occurred in the blending 
and packing house of the factory of 
Messrs. Kynoch, Limited, at Holehaven, 
Essex, on the 8th June 1899. 


32. Factory and Workshop (Lead Com- 
pounds in Pottery),—Copy of Report to 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department by Professor Thomas Oliver, 
M.D., F.R.C.P., Physician to the Royal 
Infirmary, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, upon 
the Pottery Industry in France. 


33. Mines and Quarries,— Copy of 
General Report and Statistics for the 
year 1898, Part III., Output; General 
Report and Statistics relating to the 
Output and Value of the Minerals raised 
in the United Kingdom, the amount and 
value of the metals produced, and the 
exports and imports of Minerals. 


34. Naval Medical Officers (Training) 
(Committee),—Copy of Report to the 
Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty of 
the Committee on the Training of Naval 
Medical Officers. 

35. Local Taxation (Royal Commis- 
sion),—Copy of Memoranda chiefly re- 
lating to the Classification and Incidence 
of Imperial and Local Taxes. 


Ordered, That the said Papers do lie. 
upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 
1899-1900. 

Estimate presented, of the Additional 
Number of Men and of the Further 
Amount required in the year ending 31st 
March 1900, in consequence of the Mili- 
tary Situation in South Africa [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 1.] 

ARMY (MEMORANDUM ON SUP- 

PLEMENTARY ESTIMATE). 


Copy presented, of Memorandum show- 
ing the principal heads of Expenditure: 
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provided for in the Army Supplemen-! Imprisonment (Scotland and Ireland) Act, 
tary Estimate in consequence of the Mili- | 1899 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 
tary Situation in South Africa [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
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COLONIAL PRODUCE OF SPIRITS 
(RESTRICTIONS). 


| 
POST OFFICE (TELEGRAPH MONEY | R : 
ORDERS) (HOLLAND). eturn presented, relative thereto 

| 


Copy presented, of Additional Articles | [Address 13th February 1899 ; Mr. VF. 


to the Money Order Convention of the | auvrence| ; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 3.] 


7th-14th of October 1871 between’ the | 
General Post Office of Great Britain and | " : ; 
Ireland and the General Post Office of the | PRISONS (WEST INDIES) (ST. LUCIA). 
Netherlands [by Command]; to lie upon | _ Copy presented, of Regulation ameni- 
the Table. ing the Prison Rules, in respect of the 
; : , a _ | period during which Shot Drill may be 
EAST SEENGLAND) RAISED IN | performed [by Act]; to lie upon the 
ae | Table. 
Copy presented, of Return of all Loans | 
raised in England, chargeable on the | PRISONS (WEST INDIES) (TRINIDAD) 
Revenues of yee: aan at the | Copy presented, of Additional Prison 
age age sates : in > aaa" i fy Aen: | Rule relating to the Employment of 
e september ie ete. NY ACtI;| PW ala — neon , ‘ a 
ie oe the Teble. and’t . i tes | Female Prisoners [by Act]; to lie upon 
) lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | the Table. 


[No. 2.] | 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS! Papers laid upon the Table by the 
(DIFFERENT MEAL HOURS) (FLAX, | Clerk of the House :— 
JUTE, AND HEMP FACTORIES). 
Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, dated 6th September 1899, ex- 
tending to Textile Factories in which the 
material used is Flax, Jute, or Hémp the 
special exceptions with regard to Meal | 
Hours contained in Section 52 of the} 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1878 [by | 


1. Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1897 (Rules),—Copy of additional 
Rules made pursuant to Paragraph 
10 of the Second Schedule of the 
Act, and allowed by the Lord 
Chancellor, dated 1st September 
1899 [by Act]. 

2, Supreme Court (Rules),—Copy of 





lo 


Act]; to lie upon the Table. Rules of the Supreme Court 
| (October), 1899 [by Act]. 
PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDI- | 3. Mersey Docks and Harbour Board, 


TIONAL LICENCE). 

Copy presented, of Licence granted to | 
Ada Bennett, a Convict under detention 
in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her to be 
at large on condition that she enter the 


—Accounts of the Mersey Docks 
and Harbour Board for the year 
ending Ist July 1899 [by Act). 














Royal Victoria Home, Horfield, Bristol | 


[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDI. 
TIONAL LICENCE). 

Copy presented, of Licence granted to 
Ada Lillian Sherlock, a Convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, _ per- 
mitting her to be at large on condition 
that she enter the Royal Victoria Home, 
Horfield, Bristol [by Act}; to lie upon 
the Table. . 


FINE OR IMPRISONMENT (SCOTLAND 
AND IRELAND) ACT, 1899 (RULES). 
Copy presented, of Rule made by the 

Secretary for Scotland, under the Fine or 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


First Day’s DEBATE. 


| 


| Mr. SPEAKER reported Her Majesty’s 
| Speech, and read it to the House. 


| Caprain SIR A. ACLAND-HOOD 
(Somerset, Wellington): In making the 
customary appeal to the House for its 
‘indulgence, I feel that I make it 
‘with a more than ordinary claim, 
|for never in the memory of the 
/oldest Member of this House have 
we been called together under graver or 
more momentous circumstances. On the 
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result of our deliberations will depend the 
future not only of South Africa, bué of 
the British Empire, and I feel that a very 
serious responsibility rests on me in 
moving the Address in reply to the 
gracious Speech from the Throne.  Cir- 
cumstances have arisen which have ren- 
dered it necessary in the opinion of the 
Government to call Parliament together 
to despatch a large force to South Africa 
—the largest and the best equipped force 
which has left these shores since the great 
wars. We are told that there is a party in 
this country who have been urging the 


Government into war. If that be so, I, at | 
If there | 
is a section of this House who would most | 


all events, do ‘not belong to it. 


strongly oppose an unjust and unneces- 


sary war, it is the military Members, and | 


especially those among us who have seen 
active service. 
seen what war really is, who have seen 
the horrors of a great battlefield, who 
have seen the ravages of disease more 
terrible than those of the sword, who 
have seen the sufferings not only of the 


defeated but of the victorious army, are | 


the very last in this assembly to commit 
the country to war without very grave 
consideration. It is because we believe 
that the Government have throughout 


this difficult crisis acted with unexampled 


patience and forbearance, and have done 
all in their power to secure their ends by 
peaceful means, that we are determined, 
now that those peaceful means have un- 
happily failed, to support them in 
securing their ends at any cost. It is not 
‘my place to review at length the history 


of the dispute between the South Afriean | 
Republic and ourselves; the despatches | 


are in the hands of Members ; the ques- 
tion has oceupied their minds for months 
past. The object which Her Majesty’s 


Government had in view in the negotia- | 
tions which the action of the Boers has so | 


prematurely cut short was not the 
destruction of the independence of the 


South African Republic, not the setting of | 


7 


suzerainty and franchise. The object was 


to secure equal rights for all white men | 


in South Africa, and to settle once and 
for all which Power is to be paramount in 
that continent. The sword has been 
thrust into our hands, and we cannot lay 
it down until we have established, cost 
what it may, the principle that British 
| subjects, wherever they reside in South 
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Those of us who have_ 


Englishmen over Dutchmen, nor to effect | 
merely the settlement of the questions of | 


the Queen’s Sprech. 62 


Africa, are not to be subjected to the 
| badge of inferiority. It is said that the 
| grievances of the Uitlanders are not real 
| grievances, that they are manufactured by 
capitalists, and that, even if they were real, 
'the Uitlanders are a useless and con- 

temptible mob, not worthy of our support. 
At any rate, the majority of them are 
British subjects, and it has never been 
the custom of this country to inquire into 
the private character of its subjects before 
securing them justice. The grievances of 
| British subjects in the Transvaal are real 
grievances, such as no one in this House 
would submit to live under without pro- 
test, such as no Government worthy of 
the name can disregard. They are not 
manufactured by capitalists either here or 
in South Africa. Many of my con- 
stituents, farmers, tradesmen, artisans, 
have relations in the Transvaal. They 
are not capitalists, but hard-working, 
struggling men, and they one and all say 
that their position is intolerable. It may 
be asked, Why do they stay in the 
_country ? The answer is that they have 
made their homes and invested their 
savings there, trusting in the honour of 
Great Britain to see that the Conventions 
| she has signed are carried out, in spirit as 
well as in letter, and in her strong arm to 
secure them their rights. Her Majesty’s 
Government endeavoured to secure them 
those rights by the ordinary constitutional 
means, that is, by obtaining for them a 
share in the government of the country, 
to enable them to work out their own 
salvation. In the negotiations which 
j ensued it is difficult for a plain man to 
follow the twists and turns of Boer 
diplomacy, but there are two points that 
stand out prominently. The first is the 
proposal of Her Majesty’s Government 
to refer the Franchise Bill, which had 
been hurriedly passed by the South 
African Republic, to a joint inquiry, 
a proposal which the Republic declined, 
probably because they knew the pro- 
visions of that Bill would not stand in- 
vestigation. The second is the offer made 
by the South African Republic of a five 
years franchise under certain conditions. 
Amongst those conditions were that Great 
Britain should abandon the suzerainty, 

and should bind herself never again to 
| interfere in the internal affairs of the 
| Transvaal. We were dealing with a 
| State with which we have already had 
| three Conventions, all of which have been 
| flagrantly and openly violated. And we 
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were asked, in making a fresh agreement, | sooner or in larger numbers. I think the 
to deny ourselves for all time the right to answer to both is that, while Her 
see that not that agreement only, but all Majesty’s Government were loth to take 
former Conventions should be faithfully the extreme step of despatching an 
carried out. No Government could have army corps as long as there was a reason- 
heen so blind as co fall into such a trap. able chance of peace being maintained, 
How far that proposal was made in good | they were bound in view of previous ex- 
faith can best be judged from the belated | perience to provide for the safety of 
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Green Book in reply to the Colonial 
Secretary's despatch of May 10. In that 
Green Book the grievances of the Uit- 
landers are ridiculed, and their statements 
declared to be false. If that was really 
the opinion of the Government of the 
South African Republic, is it likely that 
at any time during the negotiations they 
ever contemplated giving the Uitlanders 
i real share of political power! It was a 
thinly-veiled attempt on the part of the 
South African Republic to purchase their 
recognition as a sovereign State, with the 
ultimate rescission of our South African 
upremacy, at the price of a franchise, a 
price which they never had any real 
intention of paying. ‘The fact is that the 
guiding principle of this country in deal- 
ing with South Africa is that of equal 


rights for all white men; the guiding | 


principle of the South African Republic 
is to retain all power in_ the 


hands of the Dutch race, and to} 


deny it to all other races. So 
long as neither side is prepared to give 
way (and we certainly shall never give 
way), it is difficult to see how even the 
greatest patience and forbearance can 
lead to successful negotiations. It was im- 
possible for Her Majesty’s Government 
to accept the conditions offered. But they 
offered to accept the proposed Franchise 
Bill without the obnoxious conditions, 
and at the same time suggested a con- 
ference to discuss other questions of dis- 
pute, and thereupon the Government of 
the South African Republic withdrew the 
five years franchise proposal altogether. 
The situation was then this—The whole 
of South Africa was in a state of unrest, 
trade was at a standstill, towns were 
deserted, the colony of Natal in alarm, 
and it was our plain duty to stop such 
a condition once and for all. Her 
Majesty’s Government informed the 
South African Republic that they would 
formulate their own scheme of settlement, 
and at once took the proper steps to carry 
it out in case of refusal. They have 
been blamed on the one hand because they 
have sent out reinforcements, and on the 
other because they did not send them out 


Captain Sir A. Acland-Hood. 


| Natal with a sufficient force. President 
| Kruger did not wait for the scheme of 
the Government. He issued an ultimatum 
so gratuitously insolent, that he must 
| have known it could have but one result. 
| For the first time in the history of this 
‘country an English Sovereign has been 
|peremptorily ordered by the transitory 
‘ruler of a subordinate State to remove 
| her troops from her own dominions. The 
| die is cast. President Kruger has, by his 
|own act, removed the chance of peace. 
| His ultimatum shows clearly how far he 
| has acted in good faith in past negotia- 
| tions, and his obstinate determination to 
| pursue the old course of government by 
'tyranny and oppression. The greatest 
/condemnation of President Kruger is to 
| be found in the fact that the whole people 
of this country, who, throughout this 
crisis, have hoped against hope for peace, 
have rallied to the support of the Govern- 
ment at the present crisis, and in the 
_ splendid loyalty of our colonies, who have 
spontaneously offered their help in the 
'cause of freedom. The brightest feature 
in all this sad business is the manner in 
which our colonies in all parts of the 
world have supported the mother country, 
iand have shown their determination that 
ithe blessings of free institutions which 
' they themselves enjoy shall be extended 
|to their fellow countrymen in South 
| Africa. It is the duty of the Govern- 
/ment to use such an overwhelming force 
,as will bring this unhappy war to an end 
as soon as possible. Both in the interests 
| of humanity now and in the interests of 
racial feelings in the future we must hope 
| the victory will be rapid and complete. 
| This struggle is principally for the estab- 
lishment of the great principle of equal 
‘rights, but there is an even greater 
question behind it which this war must 
| settle. It is whether in future the para- 
| mount power in South Africa is to be 
'Great Britain or the Dutch Republic. 
To that question there can be but one 
answer. Our responsibilities in South 
Africa are tremendous ; we cannot and we 
will not shrink from them. Great 
Britain has spent her blood and treasure 
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in the development of the country. 


{17 OctToBer 1899} 
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The | trust in us, which would be a crime un- 


whole of the civilization and wealth of | paralleled in the history of this country. 


the country is due to us; the most thriving, 
the most contented population are to be 
found under British rule ; the least culti- 


rule. The question of British supremacy 
must be settled now once and forall. We 
cannot allow ourselves to be confronted in 
South Africa by armed States which will 
necessitate our keeping a garrison of 
40,000 out there. Neither the present 
nor any future Chancellor of the 
chequer, neither the present nor any future 
generation of taxpayers, is prepared to 
submit to such a burden. We cannot 
misunderstand the question at issue. The 
action of the Orange Free State, the 
language of President Kruger’s ulti- 
matum, every line of which breathes 
defiance of Great Britain and repudiation 
of her supremacy, alike show that the 
object of the Dutch Republics is to sub- 
stitute Dutch for British authority 


| No Government could possibly contem- 
| plate such a course. I support the action 


of the Government, because I believe that 
rated, the most oppressed under Boer | 
_have shown unwearied patience and for- 
'bearance, because when the time has 
‘come for action they are acting with 
‘vigour and determination, and because | 


under most trying circumstances they 


believe that that is not only the best but 


the only policy which can at the same 


Ex- | 


/agsure the House that I do so 


time safeguard the interests of this 
country, and secure a final and permanent 
settlement in South Africa. 


CoLonEL ROYDS (Rochdale): In 
rising to second the Address, I wish to 
with 


| diffidence, and in full appreciation of the 


'which this House meets 


throughout South Africa. It is impossible | 


for us, who have given free institutions to 
our colonies, to allow those institutions 
to be swept away, and the political 


gravity of the moment. No one can 
contemplate the circumstances under 
without ex- 
periencing feelings of profound disap- 
pointment and regret that the patience 


/and forbearance of the British Govern- 


methods of the South African Republic | 


to be introduced in their place. 
impossible for us to leave our fellow 
countrymen and the natives of South 
Africa to the tender mercies of Boer 
rule. IL would appeal to hon. Mem- 
bers who belong to the Society of Friends 
or the Aborigines’ Protection Society, 
which, in their opinion, is the greater 
evil—to fight on behalf of the principles 
of freedom and equal rights, or to hand 
over millions of natives to a race who, 
whatever their private virtues may be, 
have shown themselves utterly incapable 
of dealing with native tribes. Unless 
we show them that we are determined 
at all costs to maintain our position as 
paramount Power in South Africa, the 
result is inevitable—our supremacy must 


go, and British rule in the end 
cease throughout the country. To 
abandon our supremacy means _ the 


surrender of what in time of war is the 
most important of all our naval stations, 
which would be an act of suicidal folly ; 
it means the placing of thousands of our 
fellow-countrymen who have settled in 
South Africa on the guarantee of our 
good faith under the heel of Boer rule, 
which would be an act of national dis- 
honour ; and it means the abandonment 
of millions of natives who have put their 


VOL. LXXVII. [Fourtu Series. ] 


It is | 


ment in their negotiations with the 
Transvaal Republic have not met with 
success or achieved the results so earnestly 
desired and hoped for by the nation. 


'The country has followed with unmis- 


takable approval the infinite patience, 
from first to last, with which the 
Government endeavoured, by diplomatic 
means and friendly representation, to 
bring home to the President and Govern- 
ment of the Transvaal Republic that the 
condition of unrest caused by the attitude 
of that Government towards the majority of 
the white inhabitants in the Transvaal 


constituted a source of danger in South 


| 





Africa, which could no longer be tolerated; 
and which Great Britain, as the paramount 
Power, could not ignore. It is not for me to 
discuss the varied causes which have led to 
the defeat of the efforts of Her Majesty’s 
Government for a peaceful settlement— 
efforts which, so far as I know, have 
never been surpassed. They have been 
met by stubborn impracticability shown 
by concessions which were coupled with 
conditions impossible for the British 
Government to entertain, and there has 
been an apparently overwhelming self- 
confidence, which has yielded to neither 
representations nor advice. The as- 
surances of good faith by Her Majesty’s 
Government and Ministers have been car- 
ried to an extent which would have been 
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incompatible with dignity had the Trans- 
vaal Republic been a more important 
Power. Could there be anything more 
pathetic than the words of the esteemed 
Leader of this House— 


“We have sought peace, earnestly and con- 
scientiously, to the utmost of our ability.” 


The proposals for franchise reform, and 
even a suggested municipal government, 
made with all the statesmanlike ability 
and moderation of Sir <A. Milner, 
have been met by a blind determination 
not to concede any measures which would 
permanently secure to the Uitlanders a 
fair share of representation in the 
government of the country. The 
Transvaal Republic, which owes its 
existence to the generosity of the British 
nation, misplaced as the result has proved 
it to have been, was re-established in 
1881, and the Convention was granted 
undoubtedly on the assurance of the Boer 
leaders that equality of treatment would 
be strictly maintained among the white 
inhabitants, and yet it is since that time 
that the grievances have arisen under 
which the Uitlanders labour, such as 
restriction of the franchise and individual 
liberty. At that time the qualification 
for the franchise was one year’s residence, 
but in 1882, after President Kruger was 
elected, it was raised to five years and so 
on, till finally successive franchise laws 
have increased the obstacles till it has 
become practically impossible for a Uit- 
lander to vote at all—and at last an 
armed minority of one-third of the white 
population are keeping in subjection the 
other unarmed two-thirds, who provide 
the great bulk of theincome of the Republic. 
As Mr. Spencer Wilkinson said, in his 
recent book on the Transvaal— 


“They retain the government of the Trans- 
vaal in the hands of the original Boers and for 
their families, to the perpetual exclusion of 
newcomers, who are to be left, either as 
resident aliens, the subjects of a distant 
Government, or as a subordinate class of un- 
enfranchised subjects, occupying a position 
midway between that of the Boer burgher and 
the Kaffir.” 


A hundredthousand of these Uitlandersare 
of the British race, and are treated as an 
inferior race, little better than slaves. 
Can anyone be surprised to find under 
such circumstances that abuses of public 
expenditure and a scandalous administra- 
tion of the public service have been pre- 
valent, as well as other evils which 


Colonel Royds. 
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naturally follow in the wake of irre- 
sponsible government! Petition after 
petition from the Uitlanders received the 
same contemptuous treatment, and revo- 
lution and bloodshed have been in the air. 
It was under such circumstances that 
obligation to our fellow-countrymen and 
the honour of the Empire called for the 
interference of the British Government 
and the requirement that the Boers should 


| redeem their pledges and give the people a 


| 








constitution which shouldsecure the enjoy- 
ment of their property and civil rights. 
The people of Lancashire have viewed with 
extreme regret the situation in which 
this country is placed by the action of 
the Government of South Africa. Con- 
fident hopes had been entertained in my 
own constituency--and those hopes, I 
believe, were stronger in my own con- 
stituency, which is the birthplace of 
the great apostle of peace, than in any 
other part of the country—that the 
Ministers who had so _ successfully 
encouraged diplomacy, friendly repre- 
sentations, and the peaceful settlement 
of international disputes, would again be 
successful. But the Note of the South 
African Republic on the 9th October 
dashed those hopes to the ground. This 
made it clear that the only point at issue 
now was British or Boer supremacy 
over South Africa. The answer of the 


nation has been clear and  unmis- 
takable. Her Majesty’s Ministers will 
receive such staunch and _ unfailing 


support as they may think necessary 
to carry out the duties that are im- 
posed upon them. A sacrifice may 
be required, but it will be freely made. 
The war which we have to encounter is 
not one of our own seeking ; it has arisen 
in spite of the Government’s efforts to 
avoid it. Our patience, if abused, will 
not be thrown away. We can confidently 
appeal to the great tribunal of public 
opinion that those who read the history 
of this day will see that we have acted 
as a nation conscious of its strength, and 
have not drawn the sword to satisfy un- 
worthy motives, slighted honour, lust of 
conquest, or greed of territory. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to Her Majesty, as followeth :— 


“* Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the United 
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Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, | the approval of Parliament to the early 
in Parliament assembled, beg leave to | stages of a war. On two occasions within 
offer our humble thanks to Your | recent memory—once in the autumn of 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which | 1867, and again in the early winter of 
Your Majesty has addressed to both | 1878—Parliament was called together for 
Houses of Parliament.”—(Captain Sir A. | a similar purpose. On each of those occa- 
Acland-Hood.) sions the hostilities which were thought 
necessary were directed against a people 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN |! who were only partially civilised, who in- 
(Stirling Burghs): Mr. Speaker, the; habited a remote and inhospitable and 
first part of my duty—and it is not! littleknown country, and who were 
likely to be the least pleasant part of my | altogether of a different race of mankind 
duty—is to express, on my own behalf, | from ourselves. Naturally, public interest 
and I am sure I may say with confidence | among the people of this country followed 
on behalf of Members sitting in every | closely the fortunes of our arms; but 
part of the House, our appreciation of|the general circumstances did not 
the excellent manner in which the mover | come near to their hearts. But now 
and seconder of the Address in reply to| we are entering on a war directed 
the gracious Speech from the Throne | against a European people, a people of a 
have acquitted themselves in the part | race akin to our own, a Christian people, 
entrusted to them. Sir, the hon. | a Protestant people, and a people who are 
Member who has just sat down does | near neighbours, and close kinsfolk of 
not, I think, very often intervene in | half at least of our fellow-subjects in two 
our discussions, but he has shown to- | of our great Colonies. And the outburst 
day that he is able to do so with perfect | of actual hostilities is the culminating 
effect. But my hon. and gallant friend | point of a long series of transactions and 
the Member for the Wellington Divi-; negotiations and agreements and mis- 
sion has been more frequently, I think, | understandings, which have been followed 
accustomed to address us, and we have with the closest and most anxious interest 
always listened to him with pleasure. | by the whole of the people of this country. 
We know how well he can state his case,| I am, therefore, justified in saying that 
and I would say that we listen to him | never has Parliament met in circumstances 
with especial pleasure when his natural | more serious or engaging to a greater 

. . | . 

gifts of oratory are stimulated and | degree the deepest interest of our people. 
brought into full play by the fervour of | Sir, the main fact in the position of affairs 
his zeal on behalf of the service to which | is that this nation is in a state of war. It 
he so long belonged, and especially and | is quite true that we derive that informa- 
particularly of the brigade of Guards of | tion solely from the public press, because 
which he was so long a member. But, it will have been observed by every 
Sir, the hon. Members have discharged | Member, no doubt, that Her Majesty’s 
their duty under exceptional difficulties. | Ministers have not advised the Queen 
Ordinarily, the Speech from the Throne|in her Speech even to mention the 
exhibits a catalogue, more or less long, of | word “war.” There is something 
prospective measures of legislation, of | said of “the state of affairs in South 
greater or less importance, around which | Africa.” There is something also 
the fancy of the mover and seconder may | said of the difficulties which have been 
play, to which they may turn for the | caused by the action of the South African 
stores of their political learning, and to| Republic. But there is nothing directly 
which they may direct our attention in| of war. Sir, I am not surprised. War.is 
that sanguine spirit which befits the | an ugly word, and I sympathise with the 
opening of a session. But on this| attempt to keep out as far as we can, 
occasion they have been limited to one | even the word as well as the thing. But 
topic, because Her Majesty’s Speech has | we are at war. A message has been re- 
but one purpose, and I think we shall all | ceived from the Government of the South 
be agreed that they have dealt with that | African Republic making demands couched 
topic not only with the ability which we | in language such as to render it impossible 
expected of them, but also with a due | for Her Majesty’s Government, or for the 
sense of the gravity of the position in} Government of anyself-respectingcountry, 
which we are all placed. Sir, we have|even to take into consideration. Sir, 
been summoned to-day in order to give | two British colonies have been invaded 
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by an armed force, and actual hostilities | 
have commenced ; an aggression which it | 
is the plain duty of us all—NMinisters, 
Parliament, and people—to resist. I} 
desire at once to say that there will be no | 
disposition in this part of the House to | 
place any obstacle in the way of granting | 
such supplies or such powers to the 
Queen as may be requisite in order to 
secure'a rapid and effective prosecu- 
tion of the war so commenced. Mr. 
Speaker, apart from the necessity of 
vindicating the rights of our country and 
of our Empire, it is due to our gallant | 
countrymen who have gone out to run} 
_ the risk of their lives in our cause—it is 
in the interest of the Empire, and in, 
mitigation of those sufferings which | 
necessarily attend war, that the campaign 
should be vigorously and promptly prose- 
euted, and nothing that is requisite for 
this purpose will be refused by the House 
of Commous. Now, Sir, I am glad that | 
the Government are at least not falling 
into an error which has not infrequently 
been made by our countrymen in past 
times, and that they are sending out— 
after some delay, it is true—an ample 
force for the purpose of effectually prose- 
euting and concluding this enterprise. 
The difficulties there are such that they 
will try to the utmost both the courage 
and endurance of the soldier and the 
skilled general. We have the most com- 
plete confidence in our men and our 
ofticers, and we know that those difficul- 
ties will be successfully encountered. 
Especially [ would venture to congratu- 
late Her Majesty’s Government on the 
choice they have made of the officers who 
are to have the main charge of the expe- 
dition. I believe that there never has 
heen so capable and experienced a staff 
despatched from our shores, and I ques- 
tion if so capable and experienced a staff 
ever crossed the frontier of any country. 
Sir Redvers Buller is not only a soldier of 
conspicuous gallantry and of great practical 
experience of warfare, but he has an 
intimate acquaintance with South Africa, 
and knows well the enemy whom he 
has to encounter, and he is at the same. 
time as capable a civil administrator as 
any man in the whole of Her Majesty’s | 
Civil Service. He has at his side Sir 
George White, Sir Archibald Hunter, 
and others who could easily be named, | 
who have each one of them won a} 
high reputation on many fields, in the 
course of that varied military service | 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerinan. 
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which is at once the test and the strength 
of our Army, and which is such as no 
other army in the world has an oppor- 
tunity of undergoing. It is not, of course, 
even for such men to command success, 
but we know and are confident that they 
will deserve it. Perhaps, Sir, I may be 
allowed in a word or two, having for so 
many years taken a close interest in the 
administration of the Army, to express 
the immense satisfaction with which, in 
common with all interested in that 


matter, I have witnessed the fidelity and 


alacrity with which the men of the 
Army Reserve have come up to the 
colours, and especially the manner in 
which large employers of labour have 
shown themselves willing to facilitate the 


return of men to the colours and also to 
'make their minds easy, as far as that can 


be done, as to their future when they 
return to civil life. The system of the or- 
ganisation of our Army is undergoing a 
severe trial, and I trust it will be vindi- 
cated and approved by that trial; but 
nothing could contribute so much to its 
possible development and improvement in 
the future, and to the popularity of the 
Army in the country, as the spectacle of 
the generous and liberal treatment given 
to these men when they obeyed their 
country’s call, Now, Sir, our sudden 
summons to assemble on account of a 
state of war is made the more impressive 
to our minds when we look back less than 
three months and remember a day at the 
end of July—the 28th, [I think—when 
we were discussing in Committee of 
Supply the Colonial Office Vote. On that 
occasion the Colonial Minister stated, to 
our great satisfaction as well as to his 
own, that proposals had been received, in 
which he saw a basis of a settlement. It 
had been a matter of common agreement 
among us that the grievances of the 
foreign element in the Transvaal State 
must be removed. It was desirable, nay, 
it was essential, that they should be re- 
moved in the interest of the peace and 
prosperity of the whole South African 
community ; because, owing to the close 
affinity between those concerned on either 
side in those grievances, both on the side 
of those who urged the grievances, 


'and on the side of those against whom 


they were urged, on account of 
the affinity on both sides with 
their kinsmen and countrymen in neigh- 
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bouring States, the continuance of bad | sible ; but, at all e-ents, let us be content 
relations between the Government of the with our own case. It is the greatest 
Transvaal and the Uitlanders was an un- British interest, and if there is one corner 
doubted impediment to quiet and con-| of the world where peace ought to be 
tentment throughout South Africa. I, scrupulously maintained by any conces- 
do not stand upon any technical ground sion that could be made within the 
whatever ; our natural position in South | limits of reason, surely it was South 
Africa makes us principally responsible | Africa. Because a war between white 
for this quiet and contentment, and men in South Africa, in addition 
places upon us the duty of seeing that to all the natural evils of a 
any impediment to it is removed. In foreign war, has greatly the cha- 
this we were all agreed, and we were also racter of a civil war. I could not in 
agreed that this patriotic object should any words of mine give & more or an 
be effected and could be effected by pacific ; equally graphic summary than that which 
means. Here then, Sir, on the eve of the | was given by the Secretary of State for 
prorogation in July we found ourselves | the Colonies in 1896. He said :— 
with a basis for a settlement of this ques- | 
tion. How comesit that the attempt at a | 
peaceable settlement has failed? More | waged. It would bein the nature of a civil 
than once the two parties to the con-| war. It would be a long war, a bitter war, 
troversy have appeared to be on the verge | oe bo Pear gr egtar _sigey — 
of agreement. They have — and | which r balers protec would hardly be 
again been so close to each other that it | Jong enough to extinguish.” 
seemed as if a very slight concession on 
the one hand or the other would settle the That is a description of the nature of 
matter. Even when they were furthest | this war, and yet the end of these nego- 
from each other there was no cause that 4; : 
tame dr genre reiattemy Soom that things have been so managed that 
thought of an appeal to arms, but there | a ; = 
was still less when the difference there are ranged against us the powers 
was so narrow as it appeared to be, and influences in South Africa which 
and from first to last, in the long) every nerve ought to have been strained 
course of these events, let me point to conciliate and keep on our side; for 
out to and remind the House that her we have the Free State actually in arms 
Majesty’s Government had entire and against us, and as to our Dut ch fellow sub- 
exclusive control of the negotiations, | jects in the two colonies, we must hope 
They were not interfered with in any for the best, but every one cal understand 
way. We of the Opposition, in the midst the tremendous strain put upon their 
of all the tension and anxiety in the | loyalty. I have no intention mn the cir- 
public mind, were able to hold our hands cumstances of to-day to enter into any 
and our tongues not, I will admit frankly, minute or detailed criticism of the steps 
particularly out of consideration for the , that have been taken by Her Majesty's 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite, but mainly, Government. The time for that has not 
if not entirely, because we dreaded that yet come, it appears to me, and certainly 
something might be done prejudicial to | I should consider it unbecoming and in- 
the public interest of the Cape. Well, opportunein me at this moment to enter 
Sir, the Government now meet Parlia-| upon it. In fact, we wait for fuller 
ment having failed to succeed in obtaining explanation of all the more recent events. 
the object which we then had before us— We have received a very full supply of 
namely, the removal of the grievances of Papers containing the documents that 
the Uitlanders by pacific means. But have passed, but the documents them- 
there is another object, Mr. Speaker, | selves leave many things in the dark, and 
which is always before statesmen in this there are a good many points upon which 
country, and that is, the preservation of | we wait for information. It is not, how- 
peace. It is a trite, but not on that| ever, difficult to point out one or two 
account a less true, saying that the causes in the conduct of the Government 
greatest British interest is peace. I have | which must have contributed to the 
never quite understood why peculiarly defeat of their efforts towards a peaceful 
“British.” It is the interest of every solution. In the first place, it seems to 
country to maintain peace, if pos me evident that the Government were 
First Day 


* A war in South Africa would be one of the 
most serious wars that could possibly be 


ations is that we are in that war, and 
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engaged, if I may be allowed to use a 
very homely expression, in a game of 
bluff. Now, a game of bluff is not a very 
worthy game for a great country at the 
best. It is an impossible game on so 
large a scale as this where secrecy cannot 
be maintained ; and it has this disadvan- 


tage and danger, that you cannot stop | 


short in it just where you like, and it may 
land you in a war which you neither 
desire nor intend; and of all people in 
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the right hon. Gentleman the 
| Leader of the House, when he 
| speaks, to say what were the reasons why 
| when on September 22 the door was shut 
upon the franchise proposals—I do not 
| say that the door was locked and barred, 
but it was, at all events, shut upon the 
franchise proposals—so long a delay 
' occurred before the other door, as to fresh 
| proposals, which was promised in the 
‘despatch, was opened? That was a 





the world against whom such a game | promise distinctly given, and day after 
could not be played with success I should | day passed, and week after week passed, 
select the Dutch, and, above all, the old-| of most critical time, covering the very 
fashioned Dutch in the Cape of Good | period that Parliament was summoned 


Hope. The Boers have, like all of us, 
some good qualities and a good many bad 
ones, and among their qualities which 
hon. Members may class as good 
or bad according to their fancy, 
they are stubborn, they are self- 
sufficient, they are unimpressionable, 
they are shrewd, and they are brave. 


When, therefore, they heard, week after | 
week, with somewhat ostentatious an- | 


nouncement, that a further detachment 
of troops was under orders for service at 


the Cape, and when in other ways it was | 
made clear to them that we were really | 


intending to fight, the result, the natural 
result, would be to irritate them and to 
increase the suspicions which they not 
unnaturally entertained after all these 


years, and which it ought rather to| 
have been our duty to endeavour to re- | 


move. But they were not in the least 
degree intimidated. The same observa- 


tion applies to certain speeches which | 
were delivered and to certain despatches | 
which were published—I do not say des- | 
patches which were written, because those | 
to which I refer, although they used some | 


rhetorical language not customary in a 
solemn despatch, yet were within the com- 
pass of the reasons inthe mindsof those who 
wrote them—bhbut despatches which were 


published at a time and with a promptitude | 
which showed a desire to create an effect | 


upon the public mind. But the foremost 
place is probably to be given to the 
raising of the question of the suzerainty, 
which, utterly unnecessary and inept as 
it was, did more than anything else to 
remove any chance of success. Well, 
Sir, for every step thus taken Her 
Majesty’s Government are, as I have said, 
exclusively responsible. I have said that 
on some points, especially affecting the 
more recent transactions, we are without 
information. May I especially ask 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 


and the Reserves were called out, and yet 
|no public enunciation was given to those 
fresh proposals, and not only the Trans- 
'vaal Government, but we ourselves to 
this day are entirely in ignorance as to 
| what the proposals are. I trust the right. 
| hon. Gentleman will enlighten us both as 
to the reasons for that delay, which 
seems almost inexplicable, and as to the 
nature of the proposals themselves. [I 
| believe he may be able to give a very 
_good and sufficient reason for the delay, 
but I ask for it as it appears strange on 
the surface. There is yet one thing 
'more that I would venture to ask the 
Leader of the House if he would favour 
me with his reply. I would ask him to 
repeat in his place here, in order to give 
it still greater efficacy in the public mind, 
the assurance he has already given else- 
where, that, whatever may have been the 
purposes and the objects of himself and 
his colleagues in all these proceedings, 
an unworthy desire to avenge the mili- 
tary disasters of another year, and a no 
less unworthy desire to establish a 
political superiority of Englishman 
over Dutchman at the Cape—that 
these have no place among them. 
I know that he can give this 
assurance, and it is right that it should 
be given, for I fear that these motives, 
although they would have been repu- 
diated by every right-thinking and re- 
sponsible man amongst us, yet are largely 
active among those who are the noisiest 
applauders and acclaimers of the war 
amongst certain classes of the community. 
I look forward with the profoundest 
apprehension to the consequences of this 
war. I would call it an unhappy war, 
and in that I think I should have the 
agreement even of those who think it was 
_an inevitable war. To this unhappy war 
| I look forward with the profoundest appre- 
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hension as to its consequences—not as to 
its military course, but as to its after 
effects upon the social and political har- 
mony of the South African community. I 
can only fervently trust that the results 
may not be such as I fear, and as 
I believe there is reason to anticipate they 
will be. I repeat, I am not one of those, 


if there are any in the House, who will | 


shrink from granting the necessary 
supplies for prosecuting the war, now 


that it has commenced, with the utmost | 


vigour, so as to bring it to the earliest 
and therefore the most humane and most 
successful termination. Now, these are 
the observations I have to make upon the 
question of the Address, and before I sit 
down I would simply ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to take this opportunity, as 
our proceedings in these sittings are 
somewhat novel, of making a statement 
as to the probable business before the 
House. I would ask him whether he 
could make any conjecture as to the 
duration of the time over which the 
sittings will extend, and whether, in fact, 
he can give the House any information as 
to the general subjects of our proceedings, 
and what opportunity there will be, if 
any, for us to discuss them. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
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place than they have on the present occa- 
sion, mark these efforts out amongst 
similar speeches, at least in my expe- 
rience, as giving them a weight and an 
importance which under ordinary circum- 
stances they could perhaps hardly possess. 
But I need only say that so far as I am 
‘concerned I associate myself with all 
that has fallen from my two hon. 
‘friends. I think they presented the 
‘case which the country has before it 
lucidly, temperately, and yet forcibly, 
| and I might gladly leave the statement of 
the Government’s case in their hands. 
| Now I pass from my hon. friends to the 
| speech of the right hon. Gentleman, and, 
| Sir, with a great deal of that speech I not 
| only have no quarrel, but I find myself in 
| the heartiest agreement. The right hon. 
| Gentleman in all the earlier parts of his 
|speech, speaking as the Leader of the 
Opposition, did what we expected from a 
| Leader of the Opposition ; he threw aside 
all party differences, he forgot all petty 
| criticisms, and he announced that he and 
, his friends, now that the Government and 
| the country were embarked in the perils 
| and difficulties of a great war, were pre- 
| pared to give us all the assistance in their 
power. Nothing could be better, nothing 
| be better stated, and I confess I could 
| almost have wished, not for my sake or 








SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, | for the sake of the Gentlemen sitting on 
E.): Before proceeding, Mr. Speaker, to | these benches, but for the sake of the de- 
deal with such parts of the right hon. | bate as a whole, that the right hon. Gen- 
Gentleman’s speech as appear to call for | tleman had confined himself in his speech 
comment, I must join with him in con- | to those earlier topics. Not for the first 
gratulating my two hon. friends on the | time in the right hon. Gentleman’s 
manner in which they discharged a task | oratorical career, it does seem to me, | 
always difficult and delicate, but on the | confess, that the source of inspiration of 
present occasion carrying with it a sense | one-half of the speech was somewhat 
of rare responsibility and gravity. The | different from the source of inspiration of 
right hon. Gentleman has pointed out.| the other half of the speech. And if the 
that under ordinary circumstances the | right hon. Gentleman’s effort had fallen 
mover and seconder of the Address have | under the critical gaze of some professor 
the opportunity of selecting such topics | of the higher criticism he would certainly 
as they please from a large number sub-| have said that what professed to be the 
mitted to their choice. On this occasion | utterance of a single individual upon a 
both the mover and seconder were con-| single occasion undoubtedly formed part 
fined by the very nature of the circum- | of two separate speeches delivered by two 
stances which have called us here together | different individuals on two entirely 


in the autumn to one single topic, that 
which is occupying all our thoughts at 
the present time. I am sure I do not go 


beyond the truth when I say that the im- 
pressive manner in which they dealt 
with that single topic, the emotion which 
they threw into a speech usually and 
naturally of a character in which personal 
elements and personal feelings have less 


different subjects. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said truly enough that in July last 
he and we were in accord as to the 
justice of the demands, broadly speaking, 
which were made of the Boer Govern- 
ment, as to the reality of the grievances 
under which the Uitlanders laboured, and 
as to the great probability, as we all 
hoped and thought, of those demands 
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being granted ultimately by the statesmen 
responsible for the conduct of the policy of 
the South African Republic. That was in 
July. Ido not dissent from the account 
the nght hon. Gentleman gives of the 
general state of mind prevailing in this 
House, and not only here, but through- 
out the country. Certainly I was, I will 
not say sanguine, but hopeful, at all 
events, then and ata much later date that 
wise counsels would still prevail, that just 
demands would after all be granted, and 
that all the horrors of war would not be 
brought down upon South Africa by an 
obstinate refusal of the South African 
Republic to grant rights to the Uitlanders 
which the right hon. Gentleman and we 


are agreed in thinking the Uitlanders had | 


a right to demand. The right hon. 
Gentleman argues, ‘How comes it that, 
after all these hopes and all these expecta- 
tions, we nevertheless find ourselves, in 
the middle of October, in a state of 
war!” and he insinuates—he does more 
than insinuate—that the fault of this 
deplorable termination of diplomatic con- 
troversy was due, not to obstinacy— 
criminal obstinacy, as I think it—on the 
part of the rulers of the two South 
African Republics, but was due to some 
unmentioned errors on the part of those 
responsible for conducting diplomacy on 
behalf of Her Majesty’s Government. 
The right hon. Gentleman says that he is 
going to defer telling us in detail what 
those errors were until a more convenient 
season. [ am sure the right hon. Gentle- 
man in making that statement intended a 
kindness to those whom he abstained 
from criticising, but I can assure him it 
is a kindness which we are far from 
appreciating. I confess if we have been 
guilty of errors in the conduct of these 
negotiations we should like to be told 
what they are in the presence of the 


representatives of the people, and in their | 
presence to refute, if we could refute—as | 


we confidently believe we could—any 
charges thus brought against us. Itappears 
that the right hon. Gentleman is going to 
defer to a later date the commentary 
upon these negotiations, and until that later 


date I suppose we must reserve our reply. | 


The right hon. Gentleman, though he 
abstains from detailed criticism of the 
negotiations, nevertheless had something 
to say in criticism of the policy of Her 
Majesty’s Government, and I must con- 
fess I listened to these fragments of the 
case which is some day to be presented 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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|to us with an astonishment which I do 
| not pretend to disguise. The right hon. 
Gentleman asks me why there was so long 
'a delay after the despatch of the 22nd 
‘September before our solution of the 
| Transvaal problem was submitted to the 
| Boer Government. Am I to understand 
|that the right hon. Gentleman thinks 
that that delay was a delay which militated 
| against-the interests of peace? Am I to 
|suppose that an interval when it was 
| possible for the Boer Government to go 
back upon their course, and make 
| proposals to us either directly or through 
the President of the Orange Free State, 
| was one which hurried on war? Such a 
contention is not only inconsistent with 
common-sense, but it is inconsistent 
with the very contentions of those organs 
of public opinion which support the right 
hon. Gentleman and his party in all this 
South African affair. We were congratu- 
lated that we had not hurried on the 
formulation of these proposals. We were 
congratulated on leaving the door, if not 
open, still ajar, and I therefore fail 
‘altogether to understand why the right 
hon. Gentleman, surveying the whole 
course of these prolonged negotiations, 
singles out for criticism this one act, not 
of commission, but of omission, which 
everybody except the right hon. Gentle- 
man thinks was an omission which, if it had 
‘any effect at all on the ultimate result, 
would tend to peace rather than to war. 
The right hon. Gentleman brings up—as, 
perhaps, he could hardly avoid bringing 
up—that ancient and oft-repeated charge 
that we had goaded the South African 
Republic into war by flaunting suzerainty 
in their face. Sir, there is no justi- 
fication whatever for that charge. The 
South African Republic themselves made 
claims of being a wholly independent 
State, externally and internally, quite 
inconsistent with the Conventions of 
1881 and 1884. In answer to that 
‘contention my right hon. friend the 
Secretary for the Colonies did re- 
reiterate the undoubted rights of this 
country to control the foreign relations 
of the South African Republic, and 
he did use, as he had a perfect right 
to use, the word “suzerainty.” He 
did not use the word gratuitously or 
unprovoked. It was made necessary by 
the contention of the Boers themselves, 
‘and had he not made perfectly clear the 
| position of this country he would have 


ibeen guilty of laches which I am con- 
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vinced this House would not easily have | 


forgiven. The right hon. Gentleman 
tells us or insinuates—for I am really not 
quite sure whether the charge was delibe- 
rately formulated or whether it was only 
suggested—but whether it was formu- 
lated or suggested, he seemed to me to 
hint, or more than hint, that the war was 
due to the fact that for the last two or 
three months we have been bluffing. 
Now, Sir, what is bluff? I under- 


stand it is a word largely used in| 


connection with a game of cards, 
of which I have no personal knowledge, 
and so used it indicates that a person 


having no useful cards in his hand never- | 
theless acts as if he possessed them. That | 


is not the condition of this country. We 


have the cards and we mean to play then, | 
and I really fail to understand what the | 


right hon. Gentleman means by using the 
word bluff in this connection. But he 
suggests that to send out 10,000 troops 
from Malta or from India was of the 
nature of an irritating menace to the 
South African Republic, and that it made 


that menace doubly irritating because | 


the fact appeared in the newspapers. I 
do not know what control the right hon. 


Gentleman had over the newspapers when | 


he was in office, but I know it is not in 
the power of this Government to keep 
secret the fact 


British dominions to another. 


and does not involve anything in the 
nature of menace or brag. Now the 
right hon. Gentleman disapproves of our 
sending these troops to South Africa. 
Where should we have been 
present moment if we had not sent them ? 


What sort of a speech would the right | 


hon. Gentleman have made if Parliament 
had been called together at the present 
time, and we had to deal with a situation 


in which our colonists in Natal were left 


wholly unprotected against invasion from 
the two Republics ? 


or the folly of sending troops, or 
the folly of allowing the sending of 
troops to appear in the newspapers, and 
all the rest of the matters which the right 
hon. Gentleman has brought before us ? 
Would he not have got up and said, “ The 
Government might have hoped, and were 
right to hope, that peace would be main- 
tained, but they also had to contemplate 
the possibility of peace not being main- 
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that many thousand | 
troops are sent from one part of the | 
That is | 
a fact necessarily involving publicity, | 


at the | 


Should we have | 
heard anything then of bluff or brag, | 
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tained. It was their duty without menace 
_to provide for the defences of the Empire. 
That duty,” he would have said— and 
what answer could we have given?—“ you 
have failed to undertake, and while we, 
the Opposition ”—I am quoting from this 
imaginary speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
man—“ are quite prepared to assist the 
Government in carrying on the war with 
vigour, we must express our unanimous 
condemnation of that failure to carry out 
the primary duty of a Government—viz., 
that of seeing to the safety of the Empire.” 
| I do not know how the right hon. Gen- 
tleman would have us behave. Not to 
send out troops is to betray the country. 
To send them out, in his opinion, is 
| playing a game of bluff and brag. Which 
of these two alternatives have we chosen ? 
I know we have chosen the right one. 
As I think I have said elsewhere in public, 
if there is any criticism to be levelled 
against us it is not that we have acted 
too quickly, or that we have done 
too much, but that our hope for peace, 
our anxiety lest anything should unduly 
/hurry on or provoke war, made us most 
reluctant to do anything which the most 
suspicious and the most irritable of 
politicans could translate into a threat. I 
hope and believe that in this matter 
we have steered a just course between 
these two extremes. At all events, of 
this I am certain, that the criticism which 
the right hon. Gentleman thought fit to 
level against us to-day—the criticism 
'that we have provoked, and almost 
brought upon ourselves and the country, 
a war that could be avoided by sending 
| out troops—is, of all possible accusations 
that could be brought against us the most 
‘impossible to substantiate, and the most 
intrinsically absurd. Iam sorry to have 
| Spent even so much time in the ungrate 
ful task of attacking a speech with so 
much of which I cordially agree. But 
the right hon. Gentleman will, I am sure, 
feel, when he has thought it right to say 
what he did, that I could not do less than 
say what I have said. Having answered 
| him to the best of my ability, 1 suppose it 
|is hardly necessary that 1 should add 
‘anything. The gravity of the position 
\is present to the mind of every 
man listening to me. I should be the 
last person to boast of victories not yet 
won, or to look forward to happy con- 
| clusions not yet reached, but surely this 
'at least we may say, that if war is to be 
| entered into, it has seldom been entered 
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into by this country on an issue which, at 
all events as we feel it, is more clearly an 


issue of righteousness and liberty. There | 


is another circumstance which I could not 


sit down without referring to, and which | 


is novel in the history of this Empire, or 
at all events, if not novel, has had no 
parallel on the same scale or magnitude 
in the history of this Empire ; for we 
have with us the material proof that our 
self-governing colonies beyond the seas are 
with us heart and soul in this matter. 


Is it to be believed that, if we were | 


engaged upon some piratical transaction 
against the liberty of another people, 
these colonies, the very breath of whose 
nostrils is self-government and _ liberty, 
would have thrown themselves into our 
cause, would offer us their resources, and 
aid us with their troops ? 
are the butt of much ill-informed and 
malicious criticism on the part of foreign 
nations, but we have with us the con- 
science of the Empire, and, having with us 
the conscience of the Empire and the 
material resources of Empire, surely we 
may look forward without undue mis- 
giving to the result of a contest which 
was none of our seeking, and which we 
would have given anything consistent 
with the honour of this country to avoid, 
but which, as it has been forced upon us, 
will undoubtedly be carried through, so 
far as we are concerned, to its final, its 
honourable, and I hope its not remote 
conclusion. 


*Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): The right hon. Gentle- 
man has failed to give any answer to the 


question addressed to him by the right | 


hon. the Leader of the Opposition, as to 
the course of our proceedings in the 
present session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I beg the 
right hon. Gentleman’s pardon, and 
apologise for the omission. I con- 


ceive that the only business which this 
House is called upon to transact in the 
course of the present session would be the 
proceedings in connection with the 
Queen’s Speech, and I venture to hope 
that speeches will be confined to the 
exclusive topic dealt with in the Queen’s 
Speech, to the Army Estimates which 
will be brought forward by my hon. 


friend the Under Secretary for War, and | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS}! 


No, Sir; we) 


the Queen’s Speech. 84 


| to the proposals of the Chancellor of the 
_Exchequer with regard to Ways and 
| Means. These are the three subjects with 
which we shall have to deal ; and when 
I am asked, as I was by the right hon. 
/Gentleman, how long it will take to 
conclude our labours on these subjects, 
my answer is that that depends more on 
hon. and right hon. Gentlemen opposite 
| than on those on this side of the House. 
| So far as I am aware, there is no reason,, 
| considering the unanimity which prevails 
as to the desirability of giving the Govern- 
ment every assistance ia prosecuting the 
war, why our labours should be in any 
way of a protracted character. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE: That is not 
an answer to the question which I under- 
stand has been put by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition 
to the Leader of the House, and which I 
also, on behalf of several Members acting 
with me, gave him private notice I would 
put tohim. The right hon. Gentleman 
counts on the assistance of the House to 
facilitate the business of these short 
sittings and bring them rapidly to a con- 


clusion. I believe that the right hon. 
| Gentleman wishes to confine discussion 


to the one topic mentioned in the Queen’s 
Speech ; but the Government, I under- 
stand, cannot force that course upon the 
House. I imagine from the precedents 
that the Chair would not limit discussion 
on the Address in Reply, for hon. Mem- 
hers have a right to discuss all subjects 
competent to be raised on these occasions. 
If the Government are going to appeal to 
Members to rigidly confine themselves to 
one subject the House has a right to know 
what are the facilities to be given to 
Members to discuss all other subjects in 
place of the opportunity which is now to 
be denied to them. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Though I am 
perhaps rather out of order, I may be 
| allowed, with the leave of the House, to 
isay that the right hon. Gentleman did 
give me private notice of his intention 
to ask a question, and I am quite pre- 
pared to answer it. I believe there are 
two precedents bearing on the present 
position of affairs, that of 1878 and that 
of 1885. On both occasions Parliament 
was summoned to meet in the autumn 
for the purpose of dealing with a single 
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topic, and the Queen’s Speech was, in 
both cases, practically confined to that 
topic, and in neither case was there a 
second Queen’s Speech when the House 
met in the spring of the following year. 
In 1878, which I think is the precedent 
most germane to the present case, the 
absence of a Queen’s Speech was made 
up for by a Ministerial statement made 
at the opening of the ordinary session, | 
upon which there was an opportunity for 
Members to express their views upon the 
legislative programme of the Govern- 
ment, and otherwise to raise questions 
similar to those raised in the debate on 
the Address. I would propose, should 
the House abandon the privilege of mis- 
cellaneous discussion in this autumn 
session, to follow the precedent set by 
Sir Stafford Northcote in 1878, and fol- 
lowed by Mr. Gladstone in 1885, afford. | 
ing a similar opportunity for discussion 
when we meet again. 


85 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: It is clear | 
that that precedent is one-not altogether | 
applicable to our present forms of pro- | 


cedure, which would have to be varied.| The hon. 
Under the present forms only one night | moved the Address in Reply gave 
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gracious Speech, appealed to those on this. 
side of the House, who he said were- 
either members of the Society of Friends 
or of the Aborigines Protection Society,, 
to study the history of the treatment of 
the native races by the Boers. I am not 
a member of the Society of Friends, 
but I have been all my life and am 
now a member of the Aborigines 
| Protection Society, and I admit that I 
one of those who have no sym- 
salir with the Boers in that respect, 
that I believe their treatment of the 
native races has set a bad example, which 
other people in Africa have subsequently 
followed. So little have I any sympathy 
with the Boers that I believe the state- 
ments made in regard to the corruption 
and injustice of their Government are 
| true. Asan advanced Radical I have my: 
own views as to the pig-headed Toryism 
by which the Boers are animated. But I 
ask myself what are the Imperial interests. 
at stake in this war on which we are 
entering, and is not this a question we 
should consider, viz., the future which 
this war presents to us in South Africa ? 
and gallant Member who 
us a 
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would be given for the discussion of the | most alarming glance at that future. In. 
ills the Government proposed to bring | the course of ‘his remarks he spoke of this 


forward. 


In the speech of the right hon. | war as being, in his opinion, intended to 


Gentleman, on which I would like to} disarm the whole Dutch population of 


make a few brief observations, he chal- 


South Africa, for, he said, without dis- 


lenged those of us who have our doubts | armament throughout South Africa, we 
as to the policy and necessity of this war | | should have in future to keep a garrison of 


to state any grounds for criticism of that | 
policy. 


have these doubts to abstain from | 


40,000 men in that country, which would 


It is impossible for us who | add enormously to our responsibilities. 


It is impossible for us to discuss, however: 


taking the proper and almost necessary | inadequately, the subject of this war 


opportunity of stating, with all the | 
gravity the subject deserves, although 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 


as briefly as possible, the views and 
doubts we entertain. The speeches we 
have heard to-night have entirely 
avoided what most of us on_ this 
side regard as the causes 

war. 

to the original annexation of the 


South African Republic, or in regard 
to the Raid which took place on the 
Transvaal State a few years ago. It 
seems to many of us that it is impossible 
to judge the wisdom or necessity of the 
war in which we are now engaged 
without some regard to these events in 
the common history of the South African 
Republic and ourselves. The hon. 


and gallant Member the Mover of the 
Majesty’s | 
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without considering the effect on it of 
past history and our past treatment of 
thane Republics, and what the difficulties 
are in our way to which we should look 
forward as a consequence of the war in 
which we are involved. I am convinced 


of the | that my right hon. friend the late Leader 
Not a word has been said as| of the Opposition was right in the 


remarks he made the other day when he 
pointed to the fact that the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies and others of us 
who were parties to the change in 1&84 
were impressed at the time by the diffi- 
culties of the situation in South Africa 
which had been caused for us arising out. 
of the annexation of the Transvaal. To. 
that annexation I was bitterly opposed at 
the time, and remained bitterly opposed to. 
it. But we cannot consider the present war 
without remarking the impression pro- 
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duced on the minds of the people of South 
Africa by that annexation and by the 


Raid. Now, in this country, we are | 
all prepared to condemn the folly of | 


the Raid. We are all prepared to 
admit that the military conduct of that 
Raid was disgraceful, and that the whole 
history of the expedition led by the 
medical officer and the gallant officer of 
the Household Cavalry which was repulsed 
was foolish and miserable. But we do 


not sufficiently bear in mind in embarking | 


on this war, and on the policy which 
has led to the war, what was the effect 
produced by that Raid upon South Africa, 
and what was the necessary expiation of 
that Raid if we are to restore that confi- 
dence on which the whole future of these 
South African Colonies depends. We 
have had frequent allusions to the great 
Imperial interests in South Africa. There 
is no one in this House more concerned 
for the safety and usefulness of 
that most important Imperial coaling 
station. But many of us who hold that 
view as strongly as hon. Members oppo- 
site believe that that is best secured by a 
policy of friendship with the Dutch race 
in Cape Colony. That being so, we have 
always striven for the time when the two 
races should co-operate together. As in 
Canada the French, so the Dutch race in 
South Africa is a prolific race. They 
outnumber us already at the present 
moment, but just as the French Canadians 
increase rapidly, and as French Canada 
is even more of a French country than 
when we conquered it, the Cape is more 
Dutch than when we ‘conquered it. 
The relations between the two 
races were becoming every day closer, 
but when the annexation of the Trans- 
vaal was beginning to be forgotten, the 
Raid retarded that happy ameliora- 
tion of the condition of affairs. It 
is these two events which have jeopardised 
our coaling station in South Africa, if it 
has ever been in jeopardy for a 
moment. These are matters which it 
seems to me cannot be forgotten when 
we are entering on this war. I freely 
admit that the war in its immediate in- 
ception has been forced upon us in cir- 
cumstances which make it impossible for 


us us not to pick up the gauntlet thrown | 


down, but, without allusion to the 
annexation and the Raid, the question 
cannot now be discussed at all. These 


matters affect the whole question of Sir | 


Alfred Milner’s policy, and the wisdom 
Sir Charles Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 
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of theGovernment in actively taking it 
up and pressing it on the country. The 
Leader of the House tells us that, up to a 
very late moment indeed, he hoped for 
peace, and he repudiates with natural 
warmth the charge that this country was 
“bluffing a small State.” Is it not 
the fact, however, that Sir A. Milner, in 
placing his policy before the Government, 
told them very frankly that a very 
probable result of that policy would be 
war, and war not only with the South 
African Republic, but with the Orange 
Free State as well? I cannot but 
think that the whole policy was open 
to grave doubts, and it seems to me 
that, in view of the annexation and the 
Raid, it was unwise to embark on that 
policy. The Leader of the House has 
made a certain charge against my right 
hon. friend, and has said that there are 
two voices in the speech of the Leader of 
the Opposition ; but is it not absolutely 
necessary that there should be to some 
extent two voices in the speech of any 
man, on either side of the House, who 
deals with the great issue before us? 
The terms of the ultimatum addressed to 
this country are such as no Englishman 
can avoid resenting, and it is, in my 
view, impossible that we should refuse 
the Government the money they ask for 
now for their military operations. But 
that very fact makes it the more neces- 
sary to inquire into the causes that have 
led up to this expenditure. Now is the 
time to express our doubts, if we have 
any, as to the wisdom of the policy which 
has made this expenditure necessary. 

quite agree that the sooner the might of 
our arms is irresistibly displayed the 
better for South Africa as a whole, but I 
annot avoid regarding with the gravest 
doubt the sacrifices which will be im- 
posed on this country in the future by the 
adoption of this policy. The Leader of 
‘the House appeared to doubt whether 
there was not some difference of opinion 
between critics of the Government as to 
whether they had done too little or too 
much in the way of military preparation, 
but surely the whole House sees that 
when that question is asked it is asked 
from the point of view of the Govern- 
ment policy. It is still open for us who 
have our doubts as to the wisdom of the 
policy itself to express them. We 
believe that there was in the fact of the 
Raid ground for the exercise of greater 
| patience on the part of the Government, 


} 














pP 
by 


re 
th 
dh 








a ee aS owe ee a Cl 


mee We 


ns eae sel WOU DOOUCU.CUC«C SS 


Ce ve 


a 











89 Address in Answer to 


and that, by the exercise of such patience, 
this war might have been avoided. With 
regard to the military preparations, we 
have seen the great readiness and celerity 
with which the Indian Empire has placed | 
forces in the field. We knew India | 
would do that, but I doubt very much | 
whether it is wise on an occasion of this | 
sort to draw upon the resources of our 
Indian Empire. This action will un- 
doubtedly produce the greatest con- 
troversy in the future, and will strengthen 
the impression in India that India is | 
overtaxed for military purposes, and has 
to maintain an army which may very 
easily be drawn upon for service in other | 
parts of the world. I should have pre- | 
ferred that exclusive reliance should have 
been placed on forces sent out from home. 
The Leaders of the two sides in this 
House are the strongest defenders of out | 
existing military system. They have fre- 
quently told us of the frightful strain put | 
upon it by our present garrisons, and I 
for one fear that the adoption of Sir | 
Alfred Milner’s policy may involve the 
breakdown of that military system. The 
gravest military question involved is, what 
is to be the future military situation in | 
South Africa. The policy on which we 
have entered will force upon us_ the 
augmentation of our garrisons in South 
Africa in the future. That augmentation | 
will be an additional strain on the 
military system, to which I personally am 
opposed, but which the majority of both 
parties support, and it can only be met | 
by enormous expenditure or by lessening 
our other garrisons. I fear, too, that it | 
will have a tendency in this country to 
encourage the opinion that, in view of 
the great increase in our Army, we can | 
afford to stand still in regard to our 
Navy. The future in South Africa must, 
I am afraid, be essentially a gloomy | 
one. 


*Sin H. MEYSEY-THOMPSON (Staf- 
fordshire, Handsworth): I should not 
intrude upon the House at this moment 
were it not that I think that I may be able | 
to be of some slight use in reassuring and 
comforting the consciences of those who, 
though loyally supporting England and 
the Government at this juncture, have | 
still some qualms of conscience with | 
respect to what has been taking place and 
the reasons which made war inevitable. 
There are two words which have troubled | 
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them especially—Suzerainty and Inde- 
pendence. Now, in October, 1897, just 
two years ago, | was at Bloemfontein. 
There I had some very interesting con- 
versations with Mr. De Villiers, Chief 
Justice of the Orange Free State. Mr. 
De Villiers pressed me strongly as to my 
opinion whether there was any chance of 
inducing the House of Commons and 
ingland to give up and abrogate the 
suzerainty of England over the Trans- 


_vaal. I could not understand why he was 


so anxious on this point, until he told me 
that if England was willing to do this the 
Orange Free State would at once amalga- 
mate and fuse with the Transvaal. Also 
that they would already have done so had 


it not been for the suzerainty of England 
'over the Transvaal. Now, sir, I think 


this disposes altogether of the contention 
which has troubled some of our friends so 
much, that the suzerainty was abrogated 
by mutual consent by the Convention of 
1884, and was only raked up by the 
Colonial Secretary in order to needlessly 
hurt the susceptibilities of the Boers. 
Here was not what the French call le 
premier venu, not what our friends oppo- 
site call “the man in the street,” but the 
highest legal authority of the Orange Free 
State, discussing the matter quietly in 
quiet times, and not only recognising the 
suzerainty as an absolutely unquestioned 
fact, but as a fact of so solid and 
important a character that it was the bar, 
the only bar, but in his opinion the 
effectual bar, which was preventing the 
amalgamation of these two States. I think, 
sir, that this ought to carry conviction to 
those who have been believing that the 
Transvaal and the Orange Free State were 
under the impression that the suzerainty 
had lapsed and disappeared until it was 
revived for the purpose of the late 
negotiations. So much for the suzerainty ; 
we now come to independence. Why 
was it that the suzerainty should be con- 
sidered a bar to amalgamation? It must 
be remembered that it was the Orange 
Free State which objected to amalgama- 


‘tion. Why? I dare say it will be said 
| “for sentimental reasons.” That will be 


by persons whose experience and know- 
ledge of the Boers are drawn from their 
own inner consciousness. Those who 
know the Boers intimately tell us we 
must look to more solid reasons than 
sentiment. The Orange Free State is. 
well governed, the ‘Transvaal badly 
governed. If they amalgamated what 
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was to happen? Was the Transvaal | turned from the Transvaal told me that 
Government to become good and to be | a Transvaal official in a moment of ex- 
assimilated to that in the Orange Free | pansion said to him, “Of course we know 
State? or was the Orange Free State it cannot last; what we have to do is to 
Government to become bad and assimi-| do the best we can for ourselves while it 
dJated to that in the Transvaal 4 Now can | does last!” If England had been content to 
this suzerainty question throw some light | give up and abrogate the suzerainty that 
on the question? Suzerainty would be | would have been an outward and visible 
no hindrance at all to good government, | sign that she had once and for all made 
but it might have been a hindrance to| up her mind that nothing could induce 
bad government. If the Orange Free | her to fulfil her duties or responsibilities 
State had hoped that fusion would lead to | in the Transvaal—that she had abandoned 
good government they would never have | her subjects there to their fate, and to be 
bothered their heads about suzerainty. | the prey of the Boers for all time. It is 
If these Republics had governed justly | extraordinary that any people should have 
and without plunder and corruption their | so absolutely misunderstood the English 
independence would have been safe and | character and English determination. 
the question of suzerainty would have | To imagine that England would perma- 
remained dormant. It is like the law:) nently consent to see her subjects and 
the law is a terror to evil-doers ; the up- those of other Powers provide tens of 
right citizen hardly knows of the law’s | millions of money, collect the finest engi- 
existence as far as he is personally | neers, chemists, and mine managers in the 
concerned. So with the suzerainty. | world, and then see the Boers help them- 
While good government had prevailed | selves to as much of the profits as they 
the suzerainty would have not been felt; pleased seems to us absurd. Sic vos non 
but it existed, and the Orange Free State | vobis, as Virgil said of the bees; the 
knew that it existed, and it was because | English were to make the honey, and the 
they wished not for good government, but | Dutch were to eat it. It was a beautiful 
for bad government, and to share in the dream, but the more beautiful the dream 
plunder and corruption prevalent in the the more disappointing is the awakening, 
Transvaal that the suzerainty was a and it is to avoid the pain of seeing this 
terror to them. President Steyn, who, beautiful dream vanish that the Boers 
was educated at an English University, have gone to war with England. Now, I 
Mr. De Villiers, a highly educated andan | think it must be abundantly evident to 
extremely intelligent man, and many | anyone that the independence which we 
others in the Orange Free State knew | intended to give to the Transvaal and 
perfectly well that the independence of the independence which they are willing 
the combined Republics would have been to fight for are two perfectly distinct 
perfectly safe if they had had decent things. Independence, in so far as it 
civilised government, and that the meant the right to govern themselves 
suzerainty question would never have | according to civilised ideas—freedom for 
troubled them at all. But if the Uit-| themselves without interfering with the 
landers were not going to be obliged to! freedom of others—this independence 
pay the taxes for the ordinary burgher, | they could have had without war, and 
and if officials were not to be able to| they knew it; independence, meaning 
make large sums of money, what was the | licence to plunder and rob the Uitlanders 
use of amalgamating ? Good government | within their borders, licence to arm and 
they had already at home, and perfect | bribe and incite our own subjects in 
liberty to manage their own affairs—they | Africa against us, licence to keep an 
had nothing to gain in the way of govern- | expensive legation in Europe for the 
ment. Would they be allowed to spoil | purpose of corrupting and inciting politi- 
and plunder the Uitlander in the future ?| cians and journalists not only on the Con- 
That was the question. Many of the | tinent of Europe but all over the world 
most intelligent men, both in the Orange | te injure England in every possible way, 
Free State and the Transvaal, could not this independence they could not have 
bring themselves to believe that England | without war, and they have deliberately, 
would not some day or ether awake upto after arming and preparing for years, 
a knowledge of the great injustice which | gone to war with us to preserve this sort 
was being done, and insist on its being | of independence ; and it is for this that 
redressed. A friend of mine lately re-| they have deliberately risked and thrown 


Sir H. Meysey-Thompson, 
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away the other independence of self- | large sections of the people of this country. 
government and equal rights for all, | I know it is hard to get a hearing for the 
which they despised and would have | voice of reason, of justice,andof humanity, 
none of, I am afraid that the results will | at a time when the dogs of war have 
be disastrous to them, but I cannot see | been let loose. When our soldiers are in 
that our Government could have taken | the field we are told that the time for 
any other steps than those they are now | argument has gone by. But I do submit 
taking. that this Amendment will certainly re- 
commend itseif to the overwhelming 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I rise for | majority of the civilised world outside 
the purpose of moving an Amendment to this Empire. I am proud to be in the 
ths Addvoss. ¢ is one drawa on lines | POM" of declaring that in Ireland the 


; : ; : | overwhelming majority of the people 
which I think will commend it to the | condemn this war as unjust, unneces- 


judgment of a very large section of the | sary, and cowardly. (Cries of “4Question.”) 
people of this ear me will, I Yes, that is the question. We in Ireland 
am sure, recommend it to the over-| will have to pay our share—aye, more 
whelming majority of the people of the | than our share—of the enormous expense, 
civilised world outside. I noticed that | and the injustice to us is aggravated by 
the First Lord of the Treasury in his|the universal condemnation in our 
speech treated with marked contempt the | country of this war. I have carefully 
opinion of the civilised world ; but some | read the speeches of Ministers on this 
peas oe ago, erin : erate bank — | ages i “ is been ee to 
oak aged this dispute, our paws | nical a ae ace as abe pat 
papers most carefully and_sedulously | of equal or nearly equal power. Very 
gathered and reproduced articles from the | few of those in this country who support 
most obscure journals. But now, when the | the Government seem to have realised 
unanimous voice of Europe is to be found | that there can be no glory gained—what- 
on the side of the two small nations | eyer may be the result of the war—there 
whose existence is threatened, the First} can be no honour and no glory to the 
Lord representing the Government treats | arms of England arising from her victory. 
it with Pyro and speaks of ie as | In the whole history of civilised mankind 
unjust and malignant criticism. ven-|there never has been so unequal a 
ture to respectfully submit the following | struggle, and this very inequality ought 
Amendment to the Address :— to have made men show a spirit of 


« And we humbly represent to your Majesty moderation in their language and sorrow 
that the state of war now existing between |in their hearts even in the case of those 
Great Britain and the South African Republic | who honestly believed we were driven 


has —_ Saye by the gene of “yee - into this war. But that has not been the 
interfere in the internal government of the Fas: ie i 
Republic in direct violation of the terms of | ©S® We have heard of vengeance for 


our Majesty’s Convention of 1884 with the | past military defeats, we have heard that 
Government of the South African Republic,|the blot of Majuba 4Hill must 
and by the eg. of oe re British be wiped out, and we have heard 
troops on the frontiers of the Republic ; an . “a . ae 
we farther humbly submit that before more of the Heceaarey of nears. British 
bloodshed takes place proposals should be | Supremacy in South Africa. We 
made in the spirit of the recent Peace Confer-| are told, in the same breath, that 
ence at The Hague, with the view of finding, | there is no intention of interfering with 


in an independent and friendly arbitration, a : 
settlement of the difficulties between the two the independence of the Boers. But we 


Governments, and that an ignominious war | heard just now a speech by an hon. 
may thus be avoided between the over-| Member opposite which must have made 
whelming forces of your Majesty's Empire | Ministers feel uncomfortable. The great 
pry rare See numbering in | difficulty we have had in the past has 

been to discover what really this war is 
This is a moderate Amendment which, | about. The hon. Member opposite tells 
even in the midst of the war fever, one | us that it is not over any franchise ques- 
of the most grievous diseases that can | tion, or in consequence of any interfer- 
seize upon a nation, which now rages | ence with the independence of the Trans- 
throughout Great Britain, will  re-| vaal, butthatit hasbeen undertaken because 
commend itself to the better judgment of | the Boers have claimed a right to take a 
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share of the gold which Englishmen have 
dug from under their soil. And the hon. 
Member spoke of the Boers indulging in 


a beautiful dream from which they would | 


have to be rudely awakened. But surely 
every Member of this House must have 


present to his mind the colossal fortunes | 


which have been made by the very 


people who complain of the action of the 


xovernment. I would point to this fact, 
that the Government upon whose soil 
these immense riches have been dis- 
covered has, by the universal admission 
of the whole world, allowed strangers to 


come into its country and extract from | 


its soil its boundless wealth, thereby 
piling up untold fortunes, under a system 
of gold laws the most liberal that exist in 
any part of the world. Far away at 
Klondyke, when the miners there com- 
plained of certain injustices which they 
alleged they suffered at the hands of the 
Canadian Government, the laws of the 
Transvaal were pointed to as being the 
best and most just in the world. Yet 


the hon. Member opposite is not ashamed | 


—and I rather admire his frankness—to 
tell us that it is not a franchise question 
which has caused this war, but that 
it is the claim of the Transvaal to a 
share of the gold dug from its soil. 
I think it is one of the most extraordinary 
acts of cruelty the world has ever seen, 
that the liberality of the Transvaal 
Government, which has thrown open its 
gates to the stranger, and allowed him to 
grow rich upon the produce of the 
country won by the sacrifice of their fore- 
fathers when you had driven them from 
the Cape, should be used as an argument 
and turned against them to rob them of 
the liberty which they have won. One 
complaint that [ have to make as to the 
action of Her Majesty’s Government in 
this matter is that up to this present 
time no clear statement such as the 
public can understand and agree about 
has been placed before the people as a 
cause for the war. For a very long time 
we were told that the cause of the war 
was the franchise, and the sympathies of 
the people were aroused by the statement 
that the demand of Her Majesty’s 
Government was for those rights for the 
Uitlanders to vote and have a share in 
the Government suchas had been secured 
for every inhabitant of this country. A 
considerable amount of feeling and 
sympathy was roused by that issue, and 
many men supported the Government on 
Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 


! that issue who would not have done so 
had any other issue been raised. But | 
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have believed from the beginning that if 
the issue of the franchise was a real issue, 
and if the franchise had been granted— 
and I wish for their own sakes that the 
Boers had offered it years ago — not 
one of the British Uitlanders would have 
accepted it. I have known English 
citizens who have made their homes in 
America for ten or fifteen years, and who 
have always refused to take part in the 


| government of that country. The English 


citizen when he goes abroad is not 
anxious to give up his British citizenship, 
and I say the issue of the franchise was 
falsely put forward. It was not the real 
grievance put forward by the Uitlanders. 
It was an attempt to conciliate to the 
Government a certain element of the 
public. If the franchise had been granted, 
and the Boers had come to hold that 
view, it would not have been the end of 
the matter, but only the commencement 
of their trouble. But whatever may be 
the merits of that contention the fact 
remains that the statement as to the fran- 
chise is absolutely rotten. We were told 
by the speech of the Duke of Devonshire 
that the franchise was really a matter of 
exceedingly little importance, and that in 
reality all that the Government desired 
was the best rights for their citizens in 
South Africa, but he did not give any 
definition of what those rights were. He 
declared that the franchise was no longer 
in issue, and never had been. Since that 
statement there has been no authoritative 
statement as to what is the issue in 
dispute between the two countries. Now, 
I desire to say a few words with regard 
to the recent despatches which have been 
laid before us. No man who has studied 
what has been published in reference to 
the misunderstandings which took place 
between Mr. Conyngham Greene and Mr. 
Reitz can doubt but what. there was 
ground for believing that the Transvaal 
Government were trapped and _ in- 
duced to send the despatch in which 
they offered the five years franchise pro- 
posal under conditions, under the im- 
pression that the despatch would be 
approved and accepted by this country. 
Surely, if a breath of suspicion was raised 
as to whether it would be approved by 
the British Government, the benefit of 
the doubt ought to have been given to 
the Boers. The conditions which were 
made were reasonable, and might have 
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been accepted by this country. All that 
the Transvaal asked was that if they con- 
sented to give the five years franchise 


the Government would give a fresh, 


guarantee that this interference would not 
be taken as a precedent, and that the 
suzerainty should be dropped. It had 
already been dropped by the Convention 
of 1884—(cries of ‘““No”)—or at least that 
was the opinion of a majority of the 
British people, and it was certainly and 
unquestionably the idea of the Govern- 
ment of the day. Lord Derby stated so, 
and if hon. Members would read the 
debates of that date they would see that 
Lord Salisbury and other Ministers 
denouneed the Convention on the ground 
that it destroyed the suzerainty. The 
policy of Sir Alfred Milner was to give a 
five years franchise and to leave the 
Uitlanders to work out their own salva- 
tion by constitutional methods, and the 
Boers asked for nothing except an opinion 
as to what they understood the meaning 
of the Convention of 1884 to be. Their last 
appeal was rudely rejected by this Govern- 


ment, and the door was closed in their | 
faces with a bang. The Boers were told | 


that this Government refused to discuss 
the matter further, and would formulate 
their own proposals shortly. Those pro- 
posals have never been formulated from 
that day to this. The First Lord of the 
Treasury undertook to say it was done in 
the interests of peace; that is not true, 
2s I can prove by the Blue Books. 
On the Ist October, Sir Alfred Milner 
sent a despatch to the Colonial Office in 
the following words— 


“September 30th (No. 8).—‘ Urgent. Just 
received following from British Agent, begins 
— State Secretary has just been here and 
asked me to send you the following messaze— 
“State Secretary would be much obliged if he 
might be informed by Monday,what decision, 
if any, the British Cabinet had taken.”’ ” 


That was received on October Ist, 
and a reply was immediately sent on the 
same day— 


“Urgent. Your telegram (No. 8) on the 
30th September, the answer to State Secretary 
should be as follows—‘ The despatch of Her 
Majesty’s Government is being prepared; it 
will be some days before it is ready.’” 


That proves that the unfortunate Secre- 
tary of the Transvaal was eager to see 
the ultimatum of the British Govern- 
ment, and was eager to see if even at the 
eleventh hour the terms proposed were | 
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such as he would be able to recommend 
either to the President or the Raads, and 
to this hour, when the war has begun, 
the Transvaal has not known on what 
terms they might have purchased peace. 
The sinister side of the picture is that 
while the Government were taking time 
in not letting these people know on what 
terms they might have purchased peace, 
they called out the Reserves, and strained 
every nerve of this mighty Empire, and 
sent our men to the front in order that they 
might crush this unhappy people. The 
South African Republic were encouraged 
to begin the war because they believed 
that Her Majesty’s Government were 
witholding their ultimatum until they 
had such a force as would make all 
attempts to oppose it futile, and no one 
can say it is not futile. I turn for a 
moment to a letter from the Council of 
Uitlanders which is published at page 9, 
and which I only allude to as a sample 
of the language which is constantly used 
by these men, and adopted by the 
Government so as to justify this Govern- 
ment in accepting them as spokesmen of 
the Government. The letter is from the 
Chairman of the Council, and he says— 

“ Under these circumstances we are com- 
pelled to come to the conclusion that with a 
five years franchise, and only five seats in the 
Volksraad, the Uitlanders would be placed in 
a helpless and contemptible position, and re- 
form from within would be an impossibility.” 


And the policy of Sir A. Milner, which 
had been recommended as a panacea for 
everything, is declared by the Uitlanders 
to be a misfortune unless it provides a 
full catalogue of reforms. Those reforms 
are equal language rights, disarmament 
of the Boer population and demolition of 
forts, freedom of speech and of the 
press (we have not got that in Ireland 
yet), and the abolition of industrial mo- 


_nopolies. Yet of all this avalanche of evils 


from which we are suffering, the indus- 
trial monopoly of Cecil Rhodes is the 
greatest. Look over the earth and you 
will see none that is worse. That is the 
modest catalogue without which the fran- 
chise would be a misfortune. How can 
we blame the Transvaal if they regard 
with suspicion and distrust the probity 
of a Government who have adopted as 
their organ in South Africa the South 
African League and Uitlanders’ Council, 
and have conveyed to the people that 
their programme is the programme of the 
Government also? Those are the reasons 
D First Day. 
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why we are inflicting this war upon them. 
It has been said that this war is due to 
the aggression of the South African 
Republic on the dominions of Her 
Majesty. Is it not preposterous to say 
that a people numbering half the popu- 
lation of Dublin would deliberately and 
for the sake of conquest attack a nation 
of forty millions? I consider that 
the South African Republic have been 
driven from pillar to post and harried 
and hunted until they have arrived at the 
conviction—a conviction which I fully 
share—that war was intended all along, 
and that, no matter what concessions 
they might make, those concessions 
would only be made the stepping-stone 
to further aggressions and demands. The 
question really becomes one not of 
greater or less rights to the Uitlander, 
but of whether they are to submit to the 
loss of that liberty for which the Boers 
have endured greater sufferings and done 
more heroic deeds than any people have 
ever done in the history of mankind. 
This would never have taken place 
had it not been for the _ gold 
which was discovered in their country, 
and you would never have gone to the 
Transvaal. On more than one occasion I 
have drawn the attention of the Colonial 
Secretary to the status and treatment of 
the Indians in Natal. These Indians 
are as much Her Majesty’s subjects as 
the Uitlanders in the Transvaal, but the 
Colonial Secretary has refused to bring 
any pressure to bear on the Natal 
Government to secure their fair treat- 
ment, because, the right hon. Gentleman 
said, Natal is a self-governing colony. 
If that policy is to hold good for Natal 
because it is a_ self-governing colony, 
why should it not hold equally good 
for the Transvaal, which is more 
than a_ self-governing colony, for 
it is an independent state? It is 
all very well to glory and revel in the 
slaughter which our troops will inflict in 
South Africa, but it is only when, in the 
van of our conquering army, gentlemen 
like Mr. Monypenny, of Zhe 7imes, who 
stipulated for £3,000 a year before he 
would leave Fleet Street to engage in this 
infamous conspiracy, and who, when 
the time came, fled across the border— 
it is only when in the van of our 
army these gallant heroes return to 
Pretoria and to Johannesburg that 
our real trouble will commence. You 
may hold the people down by force, but 


Mr. Liilton. 
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three-fourths of them will curse your 
name, believing, as I believe, that you 
goaded this unhappy people into war for 


the purpose of robbing them of their 


country. On the 24th of April last I 
protested against the increase of the 
garrison of South Africa, and expressed 
my belief that that increase would lead 
not to peace, but probably to war. I 
see sitting opposite me a right hon. Gen- 
tleman who made a speech which in- 
terested me very much. What did he 
say ? He said we had to put down not 
only the Dutch in the Transvaal, but the 
disloyal Dutch in the Cape, and he was 
cheered from the benches opposite. I 
submit that when you enter Pretoria and 
march in triumph over these people—who, 
I am sure, will make a gallant fight, for 
they were always brave—you will find 
that you have been fighting the battle of 
Mr. Rhodes and the gold fields, that 
millions have been wasted, and that this 
country has hung a millstone round its 
neck. Let me put this problem to the 
Government—either they must believe 
that Mr. Schreiner and the Cape Ministry 
are rebels and disloyal, or they must not. 
They have treated them from the very 
outset as enemies of the Empire and as 
disloyal men whose counsel ought to be 
treated with contempt. They first sup- 
pressed their opinions, and when, by force 
of questions in this House, they were pub- 
lished,* he views of Cape Ministers were given 
in small print and in places unworthyf{of 
notice in the very same Blue Book where 
the preposterous speeches of the South 
African League and the articles of the 
Cape Times were recorded in the largest 
print in the most prominent pages. Either 
these Cape Ministers are disloyal men 
and enemies of the Empire, or they are 
not. You have treated them as disloyal 


‘men. They have protested against the 


whole course of the Government policy. 
But they were treated with contempt 
from beginning to end, and you have 
carried this policy in the teeth of those 
who know the country best, and who 
warned you that you were creating 
trouble and ill-feeling throughout South 
Africa. You disregarded their views, 
and you have brought on this war, and 
this country will rue it in generations yet 
unborn. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 


I rise to second the Amendment of my 
hon. friend. I have put down an Amend- 
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ment of my own in somewhat similar 


terms ; in fact, the terms were so similar | 


that were this Amendment to go to a 
division, I am sure you, Mr. Speaker, 
would rule mine out of order. I there- 
fore find it necessary to second the 
Amendment of my hon. friend. Last 
session my right hon. friend the Leader 
of the Opposition said that he considered 
there was no cause for war, and no cause 
even for the preparation of hostilities. 


My right hon. friend has taken a 
different view upon this occasion. 
He says that circumstances are 


very much changed since last session. 
At present we are at war, and that war, 
we are told, is the act of the Boers ; in 
fact, it is declared, the Transvaal have 
declared war upon us and not we on the 
Transvaal. I am not going into the 
origin of this dispute, noram I going to 
follow all the phases of the diplomacy of 
the Colonial Secretary. I will only go so 
far back as I think will enable me to 
show that it is an entire error to suppose 
that the Transvaal Republic is responsible 
for the war. I say that we are respon- 
sible for it, and that it was the absolute 
act of the Colonial Secretary himself. 
On August 12, the Boers offered a scheme 
of arrangement which included a five 
years naturalisation law and_ franchise, 
and there were to be a greater number of 
members elected by the Uitlanders to the 
Volksraad than even was proposed by 
the Colonial Secretary or Sir Alfred 
Milner. The Boers agreed further, 
should any dispute arise as to the scope 
of the law, that there should be a con- 
sultation with Her Majesty’s representa- 
tive, and that Her Majesty’s representative 
should be aided by a legal adviser. All 
the other issues were to be submitted for 
arbitration previded that the question of 
the suzerainty was dropped and that we 
agreed not to interfere with the internal 
affairs of the Transvaal. Sir, this pro- 
posal was refused by the right hon. 
Gentleman, and it was refused on account 
of the conditions attached to it. The 
Transvaal Government were under the 
impression that if they made this pro- 
posal, it would be acceded to by the 
Imperial Government. Certainly, I think, 
no one can read the despatches of Mr. 
Conyngham Greene without seeing that he 
himself was under the impression that 
Her Majesty’s Government would assent 
to this proposal, and conveyed that im- 
pression to the Boer Government. When 
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the terms were sent over to the Colonial 
Secretary, the right hon. Gentleman 
replied that if they were embodied in a 
scheme the Government would consider 
it upon its merits. If the Colonial Secre- 
tary intended to refuse to accept the 
scheme, he ought to have said so at once. 
The statement that he would consider it 
on its merits, coupled with the assurances 
of Mr. Greene, would lead the Transvaal 
Government to suppose that it would be 
accepted. I do not blame Mr. Greene 
for a moment; I only say that the cir- 
cumstance was unfortunate, and tended 
to a great extent to increase the distrust 
the Boers evidently felt in regard to the 
action of the Colonial Sectetary. Well, 
after further negotiations, which were 
not of a very conciliatory character, on 
the part of the Colonial Secretary and Sir 
Alfred Milner, a despatch was sent to the 
Transvaal on the 25th September, which 
was practically an ultimatum to that 
Government. Thatdespatch said that it was 
useless tofurther pursue a discussion on the 
lines hitherto followed, and Her Majesty’s 
Government were consequently prepared 
to consider the circumstances airesh and 
to formulate their own proposals for a final 
settlement of the issues which had 
been created in South Africa by 
the policy constantly followed for many 
years by the South African Republic, and 
they would communicate to them the 
result of their deliberations in a later 
despatch. On the 9th October no 
despatch had been received indicating 
those views, although on the 3rd or 4th 
President Kruger urged that he should 
know what were the terms to which he 
was asked to assent. But while no 
despatch was sent, the Reserves were 
called out at home, Parliament was called 

together, and additional troops, although 

there were already large numbers sur- 

rounding the ‘Transvaal, were sent 

hurriedly to Natal. The Boers, there- 

fore, were in this position—drastic de- 

mands had been made to alter entirely 

the relations which existed between that 

Government and ourselves. Meanwhi'e 

it was openly asserted in our newspapers 

—I suppose this will not be denied by 

the Colonial Secretary—that it was in- 

tended to enclose the Boer territory in a 

circle of iron, and that terms would be 

submitted to them when the Colonial 


Secretary chose—that is to say, when this 
chain of iron had been forged, and when 
it was perfectly obvious to everybody that 
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they must either accept our terms or go to 
war. They had the choice between war 
and surrender at discretion. But although 
the Boers may be our enemies at the 
present time, let us be fair to them. If 
they had deemed this an attack on their 
independence, and had determined to 
fight rather than surrender, they would 
be utter fools if they had waited 
until the right hon. Gentleman’s 
troops had arrived in overwhelming 
numbers and occupied the passes into 
their country. It is not fair to say that 
the situation has been changed by the 
Boers declaring war on us. I assert that 
the Colonial Secretary practically de- 
clared war on the Boers by sending 
them an ultimatum, the terms of which 
they were not prepared to accept, 
and therefore they were justified in 
anticipating events and in doing their 
best to occupy the passes leading to their 
country. It is perfectly true that the 
Colonial Secretary guaranteed the inde- 
pendence of the Transvaal, but there may 
be differences of opinion as to what that 
independence was. The complaint of the 
Boers was that the Colonial Secretary was 
attacking their independence. If the 
Colonial Secretary had angled for an 
opportunity to throw the odium of the 
actual outbreak of hostilities upon the 
Boers in order to get up public opinion in 
favour of this war, he could not have 
chosen a better mode than he did on this 
occasion. Ido not blame the Boers for 
an instant; and I see the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Bodmin [{ Mr. 
Courtney] has said that he could not 
blame them. We really cannot in com- 
mon fairness blame the Boers or throw 
upon them the responsibility of actual 
hostilities. But what was the Boers’ reply 
to the Colonial Secretary’s despatch? They 
replied to the proposal by offering arbi- 
tration, and they declared that unless this 
were accepted, or in the interval, pending 
receipt of conditions, more troops were 
massed, they would consider themselves 
at war with us on account of the ulti- 
-‘matum that had been sent to them. It is 
the common practice of countries who are 
inclined to go to war to throw the odium 
of actual hostilities upon cach other. The 
House will remember that it was the 
habit of Prince Bismarck. He did so in 
the case of the German-Austrian war. He 
did it in the case of the French war, 
actually boasting that he had induced the 
world to believe that that was the case, 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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‘and that a prejudice had been created 
_against France in consequence. As the 
Leader of the Opposition truly says, the 
important fact at the present moment is 
that war now exists. And the practical 
question is, How are we to end it? Now, 
the Government have a plan, and that 
plan is supported by many hon. Gentle- 
men. The Government say, “ Let us end 
it by sending out such a crushing force to 
the Transvaal, and winning such a victory 
that we shall be abie to dictate terms to 
the Boers.” For my part, I think if we 
could find a hetter plan, a plan involving 
less bloodshed and no discredit to the 
country, it should be adopted in prefe- 
rence. At the present moment I have 
really not the remotest idea for what 
we are fighting. I have listened to 
the speech of the Leader of the House, 
expecting that he would have told us 
what we were fighting for. He did not. 
We are certainly not fighting for the 
franchise. The Boers would be pleased 
to give the franchise, and to give more 
than we ask. We are not fighting for our 
rights under the Convention, because the 
Boers have agreed to accept to the full 
the Convention under which velations are 
established between them and us. We 
are not fighting for the interpretation of 
the Convention, because both we and the 
_ Boers have agreed to refer the question of 
interpretation to arbitration. The only 
thing that we are fighting for is a general 
recognition of the right of suzerainty or 
paramountey in South Africa. The hon. 
and gallant Gentleman who so eloquently 
moved the Address this evening said that 
we were fighting for equal rights and 
privileges for everyone in South Africa. 
| I have often heard this stated, and it has 
become a catch-phrase on the part of those 
who are in favour of the war, but I should 
like some gentleman to explain to me 
precisely what is meant by “equal rights 
and privileges.” In Cape Colony no man 
can be naturalised without the consent of 
the Colonial Governor. There is no 
general law of naturalisation there. Any- 
one going there has to apply for natura- 
lisation, and it is granted or not granted. 
As far as I can understand it, the Boers 
have agreed to grant a naturalisation law 
in regard to Englishmen and all other 
‘foreigners coming into their country pre- 
cisely on the lines of our own naturalisa- 
tion law. I therefore do not understand the 
meaning of the phrase “ equal rights and 
privileges in South Africa.” The real 
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reason why we are fighting was stated by 
Sir Alfred Milner at the commencement 
of the dispute in the telegram which he 
sent to England, and which was published 
at once by the Colonia! Secretary. After 
charging a large number of the Cape 
Dutch with disloyalty, he said a striking 
proof was desirable of the intention of 
Her Majesty’s Government not to be 
ousted from its position in South Africa. 
If that is really what we are fighting for, 
it has very little to do with the franchise. 
It is, in fact, intended to show the Boers, 
not only of the Transvaal but in our 
other colonies, that they have what is 
vulgarly termed—though I really think 
it is a good deal the feeling of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite and of many in the 
country —“ got too big fur their breeches,” 
and that the Anglo-Saxon race must 
remain paramount in South Africa. As 
to the policy of this war, I might qnote 
hundreds of passages from the speeches 
of the Colonial Secretary. My right 
hon. friend the Leader of the Opposition 
quoted one passage, bat there are many 
others on the same lines. We all know 
that the Orange Free State has thrown in 
its lot with the Transvaal. It must be 
remembered that only a few months ago 
President Steyn expressed a desire to avoid 
war. It was due to him and to Mr. 
Schreiner, the Premier of the Cape, that 
many concessions were made by Pres - 
dent Kruger, and.it does seem somewhat 
striking that President Steyn should, 
after having done his utmost to prevent 
war, have thrown in his lot with the 
Transvaal unless he honestly and really 
believed that the independence of these 
two Republics was menaced by the action 
of the Colonial Secretary. We know 
perfectly well from the Biue Books that 
again and again the Cape Ministry, 
who represent the majority in the 
Cape Legislature, have urged us to 
do everything to come to some com- 
promise to prevent war, because they 
know that the majority of the people in 
the colony are Dutchmen, that up till 
now they have been perfectly loyal to the 
Crown, and that they have no desire to 


be disloyal, bat that they have the | 


warmest sympathy with their friends in 
the Transvaal, and fear that disloyalty 
may be created amongst them if we treat 
the Transvaal in a cruel or unfair manner. 
Justice, humanity, and policy alike dictate 
the wisdom of stopping this war. It is 
to my mind perfectly horrible, without 
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due and adequate cause—I go further, 
without absolute cause—to convert the 
whole of South Africa into a battlefield. 
It may be an edifying lesson to the blacks 
who are in all parts of the world to see 
two white races as if they were savages 
thexselves. It seems to me very doubt- 
ful whether the blacks will not follow the 
example of the whites and themselves 
engage on one side or the other. 
And can we blame them? We 
send out missionaries and talk about 
religion and our civilisation. Can we 
blame them if they follow our example 
instead of our precepts? It cannot be 
denied that the Boers have the right to 
look with some distrust upon the action 
of the Colonial Secretary. On a previous 
occasion we acknowledged and Mr. Glad- 
stone admitted that we had unfairly 
tricked them out of their independence, 
and on this ground we gave it to them 
back again. Then there was the Jameson 
Raid. Iam not going to enter into the 
whole question of the Jameson Raid— 
Heaven forbid—but it certainly was not 
likely to create confidence in the policy of 
the right hon. Gentleman, supported as it 
was by Mr. Rhodes and the South African 
League, and when the Colonial Secretary, 
after reporting against Mr. Rhodes, got 
up in this House and said that Mr. Rhodes 
was an honourable man. The fact that 
Mr. Rhodes remained a member of the 
Privy Council was a standing disgrace 
to us and a cause of legitimate 
suspicion on the part of thoze people. 
Rightly or wrongly, they perfectly believe 
that their independence was being 
attacked ; they are fighting for what 
they believe to be a just cause, and, even if 
they are in error, we must admit that it 
is one of the holiest and most noble of 
causes that any country could fight for— 
that which it believes to be its independ- 
ence. I know that at the present 
moment all these considerations are 
drowned in the beat of the war-drum. 


That is always the case. I have 
seen that before. At the time of the 
Crimean War we all shouted; I 


remember I myself shouted and felt very 
valorous when the Guards were going out 
to the Crimea. [ did not trouble myself 


whether the war was just or unjust, 
politic or impolitic ; I was as big a fool as 
are the greater number of the gentlemen 
who are now clamouring for this war. 
Therefore I do not pay much regard to 
this feeling of the moment. 


The feeling 
First Day. 
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with regard to the Crimean War very soon 
disappeared ; we began to doubt whether 
we were wise in embarking upon it, and 
by the end of the war the country was 
determined to have peace, and even 
Gentlemen on the other side of the House 
I believe will admit that a greater mis- 
take was never made in this world, 
and that a more foolish war was never 
waged than that of the Crimea, about 
which we all shouted as we are shouting 
at the present time. But, Sir, I do not 
think this war is popular. The press has 
done what it could to make it popular, 
but it has not succeeded. I was opposed 
to the ultimatum which we sent to France 
a little while back, but I perfectly 
admit that I was in a very small 
minority on that occasion. I believe that 
that war, if France had not yielded, would 
have been popular; but that is not the 
case now. There is a feeling in the 
country that if there had been no gold in 
the Transvaal there would have been no 
war; that if there had been no Rhodes 
there would have been no war; that if 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite had 
devoted his eminent talents to some other 
sphere of usefulness than the Colonial 
Secretaryship there would have been no 
war. I believe positively that if the 
negotiations had been in the hands of 
Lord Salisbury at the Foreign Office 
there would have been no war. There is 
an unsavoury feeling over the whole of 
this business. There has been a great 
deal too mch of the Stock Exchange 
element in the matter. The people may 
be right or they may be wrong, but they 
do not see where they are profited in it, 
and they cannot help asking themselves 
whether it is wise to go to war in order that 
a number of Uitlanders in the Transvaal 
may be enabled—as the right hon. Gentle- 
man well put it—to cease to be English- 
men. We have questions about these 
unfortunate Uitlanders being overtaxed. 
Are they overtaxed? They are making 
fortunes beyond the dreams of avarice. 
They may be taxed heavily; but the 
ganger, the engineer, or the skilled 
artisan who goes out there pays hardly 
any taxes at all. One of these men will 


get about £30 a month, while he can live | 


on £6 or £7 a month. The taxes on 
articles of primary necessity are lower 
than in either the Cape or Natal. The 
idea cf these men is to make their £30 a 
month, to put by £200 or £250 a year, 
and then in three or four years to return 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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'to their own country. I contend it is an 


insult to the honest respectable English- 
men out there to say that they are ready 
to bargain their nationality for a Boer 
vote. They will have nothing to do with 
this mess of pottage. They were per- 
fectly satisfied with the position they 
hold there ; they were perfectly satisfied 
with their lot ; and they intended to 
come back to England. The only Uit- 
landers—and I admit there were griev- 
ances—who really were in favour of this 
war were those millionaires, those owners 
of mines, who wanted to reduce the taxa- 
tion upon the mines, and their jackals 
and toadies, who are obliged to agree with 
them toavoid losing their situations. [heard 
only the other day from a gentleman of 
South Africa, who said it was a wondrous 
thing to hear these Uitlanders who had 
been driven out of the State speaking of 
what had occurred. They complained 
bitterly. Of whom did they complain ? 
Of President Kruger! Not a bit of it. 
They bitterly complained of the Colonial 
Secretary, and Sir Alfred Milner, and the 
sapitalists. They were trapped and fooled 
into this. They were in the Transvaal 
making money, and they wanted to con- 
tinue making money, and to go on as they 
were. It is the greatest possible mistake 
to suppose that the mass of the Uitlanders 
of English nationality in the Transvaal 
ever really complained, beyond that sort 
of complaining in which every Englishman 
indulges, or that they do not regret that 
their avocation, their honest work, has 
been interfered with on account of this 
turmoil and trouble which has been caused 
by the Colonial Secretary, Sir Alfred 
Milner, and the capitalists. It seems to 
me that we are really bound to make an 
effort. We boast of being a Christian 
and a civilised nation ; then why in the 
world do we refuse to go to arbitration, 
for which President Kruger has always 
asked, but which has been refused on the 
technical plea that we have a suzerainty 
over the Transvaal, or that we are the 
paramount Power in South Africa? In fact, 
we refuse to arbitrate because, we say, the 
Transvaal is a vassal State. The Trans- 
vaal is not a vassal State, although I do 
not agree with President Kruger in think- 
ing it is an independent sovereign State. 
The Colonial Secretary has, however, admit 

tedin his own despatchesthat this country 
is a foreign country. We have again and 
again recognised the expediency, the 
wisdom, and the justice, when two nations 
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fall out over matters which do not affect 
their honour, of referring the question to 
independent arbitration rather than re- 
sorting to war. If then this is a foreign 
State why should you not agree to go to 
arbitration? I go further. Suppose the 
TransvaalisavassalState, and that weareits 
suzerain, are the relations of a suzerain to 


a vassal State so extraordinary that while | 


we agree to arbitrate upon questions in 
dispute with a foreign country, we will 
not arbitrate upon a question in dispute 
between us and a State over which we exer- 


cise suzerainty? I cannot understand | 


why not. In trade disputes we are always 
urging workmen to go to arbitration. It 
is said, ‘Oh, but the war has broken out, 
and we cannot arbitrate now.” Why not ? 
In a trade dispute war has generally 
broken out, but we urge the men not to 
go on injuring themselves, but, having 
seen their folly, to agree to arbitration. 
I can understand that if a foreign 
country had declared war upon us 
and crossed our frontiers arbitra- 
tion would be difficult. But, it must be 
remembered, this is not a great Empire 
from whom we have any danger to fear. 
There are 30,000 or 40,000 farmers, all 
told—about as many men as are found 
ina medium-sized English town. It is a 
medium-sized English town against the 
greatest and mightiest Empire the world 
ever knew. No foreign country would 
accuse us of pusillanimity if we were to 
suggest arbitration. It is a case in which 
we can afford to be magnanimous, because 
we are so very much stronger than our 
opponents. The Boers are perfectly 
aware that they cannot hold their 
own against the entire might of this 
Empire, and that we must conquer. If 
we go on it will mean a great deal of 
bloodshed both on our side and on 
the Boer side, and we will have all 


the misery of war thrown upon South. 


Africa. I admit that in the end we shall. 
conquer, but my contention is that the 
war is so impolitic, that the animosity 
between the two races will then be so 
aggravated,that our victory will do us more 
harm than if we made some reasonable 
arrangement at the present time. What 
did we do two or three years ago? The 
House will remember how English news- 
papers and various hon. Members preached 
the necessity of going to war about 
some bogs in Venezuela, and it was with 


{| Arbitration has taken place, but I should 
like to know how many people care about 
what part of the bogs belongs to us 
| and which to Venezuela. The only thing 
all sensible men can say is that it is a 
very fortunate thing we did go to 
| arbitration rather than to war about such 
acause. If in regard to Venezuela, why, 
in the name of common-sense, not in 
regard to the Transvaal? Take the case 
of Canada. Hon. Gentlemen will remem- 
ber that hostilities went on between the 
Anglo-Saxon and the French races in 
Canada. We said: “The Anglo-Saxon 
‘race must be paramount; we must 
crush out the French race.” But owing 
to the wise policy pursued by Lord 
Durham things toned down, the two races 
| were induced to cease hostilities, and 
peace, quiet, and good feeling have 
reigned between the two races ever since. 
It is said, “ We will have no Majuba 
again.” For my part, I regard Mr. Glad- 
'stone’s action in regard:to the Majuba 
Treaty—in coming to an agreement with 
the Boers to make peace, because he would 
have no more share in the bloodguilti- 
ness of fighting on the wrong side— 
was one of the noblest acts in a 
noble life. But here there has been 
no Majuba. There has been no great 
| action on either side—although there has 
been a little fighting on both sides which 
has only shown that both are stubborn 
and both are brave. There are those 
who hold that when once the sword is 
drawn by England the decision must 
be by the sword, but that was not the 
view, and never has been the view of 
our best statesmen. During the French 
Revolutionary wars it was urged that 
because we were at war we ought to go 
onwith war, but Mr. Fox and the Liberals 
of those days always opposed that view, 
and urged that steps should be at once 
taken to put an end to war and establish 
peace between France and_ Eng- 
‘land. Then, the Crimean War was 
‘opposed from beginning to end by 
| Mr, Bright, who, holding that the war 
| was unjust, refused to have anything to 
| do with it. It is a perfectly new doctrine 
|to us that when we are engaged in an 
unjust war we ought to vote supplies to 
carry out that war, if the enemy is weak, 
by crushing him. I hold to the good old 
| doctrine, that if we are engaged in an 
| unjust and impolitic war we ought to take 


the greatest difficulty the Government ! the earliest opportunity of endeavouring 


were induced to agree to arbitration. 


|to arrive at a peaceful {settlement with 
{ 
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our enemies. It may be asked, “ Who 
would arbitrate?” I leave it to the 
Government. I could name half a dozen 
arbitrators ina moment. Why not take 
President McKinley? He is very friendly 
towards us. He was asked to interfere 
in this Transvaal matter, and replied— 


“T will not offer arbitration unless I am 
asked by both parties.” 


What was that but an invitation on the 
part of this worthy and practical Presi- 
dent of the United States to arbitrate ! 
It was practically telling us that he 
thought arbitration would be the wisest 
and most just course to pursue. It is 
absurd to say that in these matters we 
cannot find a fair arbitrator. Once you 


agree to the principle, there will be no} 


difficulty about finding an arbitrator. 
What are we to arbitrate about? I 
would have it on the largest and widest 
reference—not merely whether or not we 
are suzerains, or whether or not we can 
do this or that under the Convention, 
but on the broad lines of devising some 
scheme which will protect the honour and 
interest of the Empire, of South Africa, 
and of the Transvaal. If that were pro- 
posed I am perfectly certain war would at 
once cease. “ But,” you say, ‘troops are 
already on our territories.” Of course, the 
first step would be that the Transvaal 
troops must withdraw into the Transvaal. 
Then there would be a suspension of hos- 
tilities, and it does seem to me that if 
during that time you could not arrive at 
a reasonable understanding by direct 
negotiations you ought to do it by 
arbitration. At present, to say the 
leist, the issues about which we are 
fighting are not clear and definite. 
There never was a stronger case made 
out for arbitration than there is in regard 
to this most unfortunate war. We are 
acting against our own interests. Our 
right to interfere in this matter is and 
has been doubtful. Everybody, including 
the Attorney General, will admit that. 
[The ATTORNEY GENERAL intimated his 
dissent.| We have everything to gain by 
showing all foreign nations that if we do 


claim supremacy over the seas we are 


never eager to make our law the law of 

the world, and that we are never ready to 

substitute might for right. I believe if 

we were to arbitrate in this particular 

cause we should give such an impetus 

to the whole principle of arbitration that it 
Mr. Labouhere. 
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| would go very far to put an end to 
war in the future. The Colonial 
Secretary has told us again and again 
that if we do arrive at fighting this out 
to the bitter end we shall create a state 
of things in South Africa the embers of 
which will not be extinguished for many 
generations. Surely justice and policy 
and every other consideration ought to 
induce us to come to some sort of 
arrangement, and the only arrangement 
I know of is to go to arbitration. When 
I read that the soldiers are cheerfully 
rallying to the colours I honour them for 
responding to the call of duty ;: I know 
perfectly well they will maintain the 
noble traditions of their race, but I cannot 
help feeling what a sad thing it is 
that these young fellows are some of 
them to come back maimed, for no 
earthly reason that I can see, for a war 
that is forced upon us and upon the 
Transvaal by the Colonial Secretary him- 
self, and which might have been avoided 
again and again by fair negotiations or 
arbitration, and which might be stayed 
even now by arbitration. I confess that I 
feel sorry for the end of these unfortunate 
Boers. They are fathers of families, they are 
farmers, honest, and ignorant it you like ; 
they are fighting for that which they 
believe to be the holiest and most noble 
of causes—their homesteads and their 
country—and we must all regret not only 
that their country is turned into a battle- 
field, but that a number of these men, the 
breadwinners of families, will be slain. 
For my part I cannot accept the 
responsibility of contenting myself with 
merely washing my hands of an injustice 
like this. It may be a very politic thing 
to say, “There is a feeling in favour of 
war; I protest against it; I have pro- 
tested against it, but I wash my hands 
of it, and shall criticise, hereafter, the 
conduct of the Colonial Secretary.” I 
have not criticised the conduct of the 
right hon. Gentleman in this matter, 
except indirectly, because that is not the 
question of the moment. The question 
is to do the best we can to put an end to 
this war, and that is why I have seconded, 
and why I would venture to urge the 
House to agree to, the Amendment which 
has been moved, because then the war 
would cease in a very few days. 
Amendment proposed-— 

“ At the end of the Question, to add the words, 
‘But we humbly represent to your Majesty 
that the state of war now existing between 
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Great Britain and the South African Republic 
has been caused by the assertion of claims to 


interfere in the internal government of the | 


Republic in direct violation of the terms of 
Your Majesty’s Convention of 1884 with the 
Government of the South African Republic ; 
and by the massing of large bodies of British 
troops on the frontiers of the Republic. And 
we further humbly represent to your Majesty 
that before more bloodshed takes place pro- 
posals should be made in the spirit of the 
recent Peace Conference at the Hague, with a 
view to finding in an independent and friendly 
arbitration a settlement of the difficulties 
between the two Governments, and that an 
ignominious war may thus be avoided between 
the overwhelming torees of your Majesty's 


Empire and those of two small nations 
numbering altogether but two hundred 


thousand souls.’ °—(Mr. Dillon.) 
Question proposed—* That those words 
be there added.” 


*Mr. DRAGE (Derby): The hon. 
Member who has just sat down has chal- 
lenged the Members on this side of the 
House upon a number of distinct points. 
It might possibly be thought that it was 
not the duty of hon. Members on this 
side of the House to take up such a chal- 
lenge had it not been for the hon. Mem- 
ber’s reference to the foreign, colonial, 
and the American press. If such a chal- 
lenge is not taken up it may be concluded 
by the foreign press and by the Irish 
papers that no answer can be given to the 
allegations made. Upon an occasion of 
this kind one would be glad to avoid 
matters of personal controversy amongst 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, and I will 
use my best endeavours in the few 
remarks I make to say nothing that 
can give any cause for offence 
to those hon. Members opposite who 
from patriotic motives are supporting the 
Government upon the present occasion. 
I will deal first with the grievances of the 
Uitlanders. The hon. Member for East 
Mayo stated that the only grievance 
which had been laid down by the Duke 
of Devonshire was that connected with 
the franchise, and he said he would be 
glad to know what the others were. In 


regard to numbers the Uitlanders repre-, 
‘The Liquor Laws were passed in 1897, 


sent between one-half and three-fourths 
of the population of the Transvaal, and 
although they pay from five-sixths to nine- 
tenths of the taxation of the country, they 
have no share in the government. With 


regard to this question of taxation, I may 
point out that it has been laid down in 
the Blue Book that the taxation paid by 
the Uitlanders is £16 per head, and 90 
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| per cent. of the Uitlanders are British 
subjects. With regard to freedom of the 
| press, such a thing does not exist in the 
Transvaal. According to the Press Law 
of 1896 read in connection with the 
amending law of 1898, the President of 
the South African Republic can forbid 
the circulation of printed matter at his 
discretion, and it is within his power to 
prohibit the circulation of any newspaper 
he chooses. Open-air meetings can only 
be held with the sanction of the Govern- 
ment, and indoor meetings can be broken 
up by order of the police in terms of the 
law. Next I come toa grievance which I 
should have thought would have touched 
and appealed to the sympathies of hon. 
Members opposite. In answer to a ques- 
tion which I asked in July last, the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
stated that under the constitution of the 
Transvaal no Roman Catholic can ever be 
admitted to be President, or a member of 
the Executive Council, or a member of 
either of the Raads. The right hon. 
Gentleman also added that he thought 
this law for the exclusion of Roman 
Catholics applied to officials as well. I 
know some people give another interpre- 
tation to that, but I believe it is a fact 
that no Roman Catholics are appointed as 
officials in the Transvaal. The hon. 
Member for East Mayo has referred to 
finance. Now it is admitted even by the 
inquiries which have been conducted by 
the Transvaal Government that the 
administration of the finances is bad and 
corrupt, and that there is no proper 
system of audit or control. On this point 
we have the report of the Inspector of 
Offices in 1897, in which he states that 
the defalcations of officials amounted to 
£18,590, and only a few hundreds had 
been recovered. Between 1883 and 1898 
the debates in the Volksraad show that 
on advances to officials there is no less 
than £2,398,500 unaccounted for. So 
much for the finances of the Republic. 
Thereisanother question which I think will 
appeal tohon. Gentlemen opposite, and that 
is the administration of the Liquor Laws. 


but they were habitually evaded. Under 
those laws only 88 licences were 
allowed in Johannesburg, but as a 


matter of fact no less than 438 licences 
were granted. A Transvaal Commission 
have reported on this subject, and 
they point out that this abuse of the 
Liquor Laws has resulted in the ruin of a 
First Day. 
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large portion of the native population, in | Members opposite are awarethat the Trans- 
disease, accidents in the mines, and other | vaal Government has claimed the right in 
crimes, and the Commission also point out | 


that from 30 to 40 per cent. of the native 
population employed in the mines are 
incapacitated owing to this abuse of 
the Liquor Laws. An attempt was 
made by one of the most enlightened 
of the Boer leaders in the Transvaal 
Republic, who saw the blot this was on 
his native country, to remedy it. 


Mr. DILLON : What about the Liquor 
Laws here ? 


*Mr. DRAGE: That is not the point, 
for I am now dealing with the Transvaal. 
The next grievance is that connected with 
the appointment of judges. The judges 
are all subservient to the President, and 
can be dismissed by him at pleasure, and, 
in the words of the present Chief Justice, 
the oath which they are called upon to 
take is one which no man can take with 
self-respect. Perhaps hon. Gentlemen 
opposite are not aware that there is no 
trial by a jury of his peers for the 
Uitlander. Then there is a very import- 
ant grievance with regard to the adminis- 
tration of the police. I am not going to 
refer to any controversial subject, and I 
am not going to touch upon the Edgar 
trial, but I think the case of the murder 


of Mrs. Appleby shows that intense hatred | 


was caused by the denouncement of the 
abuses to which I have referred, and it 
also shows that murder can be committed 
under circumstances in which it should 
have been easy to apprehend the mur- 
derer. Then there is the treatment of 
British coloured subjects in the Transvaal 
under the pass law. It is well known 
from such cases as that of the action 
of Field-cornet Lombaard that the police 
can enter houses without a warrant, and 
can treat people with the grossest bru- 
tality, and though temporarily dismissed 
in consequence, afterwards be reinstated. 
This is a very serious hardship for British 
subjects, and it is an infringement of 


time of war to seize the property of British 
subjects and to levy a special war tax 
upon them. It is perfectly true that 
objection was taken to this by Sir 
Henry Loch, but we have seen within the 
last few weeks what can be done under 
that law. Then, again, neither the hon. 
Member who moved the Address or the 
hon. Member who seconded referred to 
the languages taught in the schools. 
Although the English language is gene- 
rally used, yet it is forbidden in public 
schools, and the regulations are such that, 
out of £63,000 which is raised in Johan- 
nesburg, only £650 is spent on British 
children, and no grant is made to the 
voluntary schools, which are some of the 
most excellent schools in the Transvaal. 
They are conducted in some cases by the co- 
religionists of the hon. Member opposite, 
and if he had seen them I am sure he 
would be one of the first to call for a fair 
grant from the Transvaal. Then there 
is the dynamite monopoly, upon which I 
will not lay stress, because it is one 
which affects the capitalists, and hon. 
Members are open to reply that the 
capitalists are able to bear the burden. 
There are, however, other monopolies 
which affect the Uitlanders in the 
Transvaal, such as the monopolies of 
matches, papers, chocolate, wool, starch, 
mineral waters, soap, oils, and other 
articles which hon. Members can find 
menvioned in the Blue Book issued by 
the Colonial Secretary. There is another 
grievance in regard to the municipality of 
Johannesburg, where there are 23,000 
Uitlander electors to 1,000 Boers, and yet 
the Boers elect an equal number of mem- 
bers, the chairman of the Council has to 
be a Boer, and the decisions of the Council 


| when arrived at are subject to confirma- 


their rights under the Convention of 1884. | 


Another hardship is caused by the Alien 
Expulsion Act of 1896, under which the 
President has power to expel any 
Uitlander without any trial whatever. 


The hon. Member for East Mayo must | 


not complain, because he has challenged 


us to give these abuses, and what I am | 
giving are all to befound in the Blue Books 
With regard to commandeering, hon. 


Mr. Drage. 


tion by the Executive. The municipality 
of Johannesburg has less authority than 
the old Sanitary Committee, and even a 
drainage concession has been given to a 
private person. These are the principal 
grievances, and I think the House will 
agree with me that they are worth 
putting on record in connection with this 


|debate. There is also the question of the 
franchise, to which the hon. Gentleman 


referred, but I will not now go into the 


details or the controversial points con- 


nected with it. In 1874, under the Boer 
Convention, the franchise could be ob- 


tained after one year’s residence without 
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real estate. In 1882, after the first Con- 
vention, it required five years’ residence 
and registration. 
the registration since then has become 
more and more complicated, and at the 
beginning of the present year it took 
fourteen years, during twelve of which 
the candidate was neither a Boer nor a 
British subject, to obtain the franchise. 
Anyone who reads the law passed in the 
present summer on this point will come to 
the conclusion arrived at by Sir Alfred 
Milner that under the present law it 
remains within the power of the Trans- 
vaal Government to refuse the franchise 
to anyone, owing to the extremely com- 
plicated regulations and conditions which 
are attached to it. Although I condemn 
and deplore the Jameson Raid as strongly 
as any one, I should like to call the 
attention of hon. Members opposite to 
the fact that from the year 1892 on- 
wards a succession of appeals have 
been made by the Uitlanders to the 
Transvaal Government for a_ redress 
of their grievances. In 1892 the first 
great public meeting was held, and a 
deputation conveyed to the President of 
the Republic the resolutions which were 
passed. The answer of the President was 
characteristic, for he said: ‘Cease hold- 
ing meetings and be satisfied. Go back 
and tell your people i shall never give 
them anything. I[ shall never change 
my policy. Now let the: storm burst.” 
In 1894 there was another petition to the 
Raad for the franchise, signed by 7,000 
people, and that was rejected. In 1895 
there was a petition for the franchise, 
again signed by 13,000 persons, and after 
a debate that was also rejected with 
ridicule. As far as Johannesburg is con- 
cerned it is really doubtful whether the 
people there were aware of the Raid, at 
any rate they were not responsible for it ; 
but both before and since that time there 
have been many acts of constitutional 
agitation, and it is a mistake to represent 
that the Uitlanders have not taken the 
constitutional steps placed within their 
power. Of course when the appeal to the 
Transvaal Raad failed the Uitlanders 
petitioned the High Commissioner and 
the Queen. There was a petition in re- 
gard to commandeering. There were 


two petitions made in the present year— 
one in regard to the murder of Edgar, | 
which was rejected on account of an in- 
formality, and the other was a_ petition, 
signed by 21,000 persons, dealing with 
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protection and redress of their grievances, 
On that point I should like to call the 
attention of hon. Members opposite 
to a passage in Sir Alfred Milner’s 
despatch. He says— 


the Queen’s Speech. 


“Tt is a wilful perversion of the truth to say 
that it is the work of scheming capitalists and 
a agitators. The persons who 

rought it about were not ‘birds of passage.’ 
These people are the mainstay of the reform 
movement, as they are the prosperity of the 
country, and they would make excellent 
citizens if they had the chance.” 


The High Commissioner goes on to say— 


‘* The case for intervention is overwhelming. 
The only attempted answer is that things will 
right themselves if left alone. That policy 
has been tried for years, and it has led to 
them going from bad to worse.” 


Hon. Members opposite are asking by 
what right are we interfering, but I 
would remind them that the Colonial 
Secretary in 1895 gave a pledge to the 
Uitlanders. He said in a despatch to 
Lord Rosmead—- 


“The people of Johannesburg laid down 
their arms in the belief that reasonable con- 
cessions would be arranged by our interven- 
tion, and until these are granted or definitely 
promised to you by the President the root 
cause of the trouble remains.” 


The hon. Member opposite who moved 
the Amendment now brought forward 
practically represents the view taken in 
the ultimatum of the Transvaal Govern- 
ment, for they say that the English 
Government has no power to intervene 
after the signing of the Convention of 
1884. 1 would point out, however, that 
so long ago as 1877 a very different state 
of the law was laid down by the then 
Colonial Secretary, and it has been re- 
peated by Colonial Secretary after 
Colonial Secretary since that time. At 
that time the right hon. Gentleman the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer 
wrote as follows— 


“The power and authority of England have 
long been paramount, and neither by the Sand 
River Convention of 1852, nor at any other 
time, did Her Majesty’s Government surrender 
the right and te of requiring that the 
Transvaal should be governed with a view to 
the common safety of the various European 
communities.” 


Tam not going to-night into the details 
of the questions connected with the 
suzerainty, although I think that by 
quotations which I could make from the 
Blue Books a very good case for the 
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Government could be made out. I will, | must have been. Sir Alfred Milner went 


however, base my case upon what was 
laid down nearly forty years ago by a 
great authority. I refer to the case of 
Don Pacifico, and the declaration made by 
Lord Palmerston as to the treatment of 
British subjects in foreign countries. 
Some hon. Members opposite have used 
theargument that because people belonged 
to the criminal class we should not extend 
to them the protection of Great Britain. 
This ig what Lord Palmerston laid down 
upon this subject. He said— 

“T do not eave what Don Pacifi:o’s character 
is. Ido not and cannot admit that because a 
man may hav e acted amiss on some other oeca- 
sion, and on some other matter, he is to be 
wronged with impunity by others.” 


Hon. Members opposite have gone further, 
and they say that it is not fair for this 
country to use the strength of a great 
Empire against asmaller country. ‘There 
is in Lord Palmerston’s speech a striking 
passage upon this point. He said— 


“Oh, but it is said, what an ungener us 
proceeding to employ so large a force against 
so smalla power! Does the smallness of a 
country justify the magnitude of its evil 
acts? Is it to be held, if your subjects suffer 
violence, outrage, and plunder in’a country 
which is small and w eak, that we cannot ask it 
for compensation ?” 


Hon. Gentlemen opposite will see that 
there are two sides to this argument. 
Lord Palmerston laid it down, and it has 
ever since been upheld in this country, 
that— 


“A British subject, in whatever land he may 
be, shall feel contident that the watchful eye 
and strong arm of England will protect him 
against injustice and wrong.’ 


I feel that in answering the arguments of 
the hon Member for East Mayo I have 
trespassed too long upon the indulgence of 
the House, but as | pointed out at an 
earlier stage, the arguments of the hon. 
Member will be published in the Irish 
and American papers, and if they are 
allowed to go unchallenged the hon. 
Member for Kast Mayo will be represented 
as the only honest man in the House, and 
it will be said that there is a “ conspiracy 
of silence ” between the two front benches 
on this subject. I do not like to sit 


down without paying the tribute of my 
heartiest admiration to the courage with 
which the High Commissioner has carried 
out the policy of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. No one knows what his anxiety 


Mr. Drage. 


out there sympathising, I believe, with 
the views of hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
and also with the Dutch population. I 
believe he was a man of Radical views, 
bat he has in a most bitter time and 
through a great crisis carried out the 
duties of his high oftice in a way which 
is well worthy of a public servant. 
Hon. Members opposite have given us 
their ideals of peace and honour, let me 
tell them that our aspirations are no 
less lofty than their own, but is it conceiv- 
able that if their views of the facts were 
correct, free communities like our colonies 
would have lent us a hand in this war if 
they had not believed, what we believe at 
the bottom of our hearts, that this 
is a war of democracy against oligarchy ? 
We believe on this side of the House 
that we are going to remove oppression, 
and that we are going to set up equal 
laws for all men. This is a war which 
has been thrust upon us, and new we 
have entered upon it I hope that the 
Government will see that the result will 
be that from one end of South Africa to 
the other freedom and equality will be 
established among all men. No one can 
read the history of the past without feel- 
ing the profoundest sympathy for the 
Dutch. I have spent much time in that 
country, and I did all I could to arrive at 
the true facts of the case; and the views 
which I hold I adopted with the greatest 
care, and I have no hesitation in stating 
here my conviction that the policy 
adopted by Her Majesty’s Government is 
the only one which it was possible to take 
up. They prosecuted their policy with 
the utmost patience, in fact I believe that 
they pushed patience to the verge of 
weakness; and now that they have 
entered upon this war I hope they will 
be rewarded for their long patience by a 
speedy and successful issue. 


*Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, 8.) : The hon. 
Member who has just sat down has made 
an interesting speech, and he has not in- 
troduced any bitterness into his observa- 
tions. He has retailed for us a number 
of drawbacks to the constitution of the 
Transvaal, and he has enumerated a 
number of grievances which the English 
residents in the South African Republic 
complain of. But surely these are all 
matters relating to the internal affairs of 
the Transvaal, and Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are bound by the terms of the Con- 
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vention of 1884 not to interfere with 
what concerns only the internal Govern- 
ment of the Transvaal. There is one 
answer to the contention of the hon. 
Member, and it is this: President Kruger 
virtually conceded everything asked for 
by the Uitlanders, when he was told that 
there were other demands, not alluded to 
in the Conference with Sir Alfred Milner 
at Bloemfontein, which would be sprung 
upon him. And surely in that condition 
of things the hon. Member has failed to 
make out any justification whatever for 
the extreme step taken in forcing the 
South African Republic into hostilities. 
The hon, Member—in order, I presume, to 
embarrass us on this side of the House-— 
referred to the exclusion of Roman 
Catholics from certain posts in the Trans- 
vaal. This solicitude for the rights of 
Roman Catholics is not altogether above 
suspicion. The Transvaal Republic is a 
Protestant country, and not a Roman 
Catholic country. Its constitution was 
drawn up not for a mixed population, 
but for a people holding practically the 
same faith as the hon. Members opposite. 
Now, if I contrast it with Ireland, which 
is a Roman Catholic country, I find that 
in Ireland no Roman Catholic is allowed 
to fill the office of Lord Lieutenant. I 
believe there are not less than two 
millions of Roman Catholics in England, 
and yet in the constitution of this free 
and very enlightened country Her 
Majesty—I believe very much against 
her own will—was obliged to take 
a coronation oath that fundamental 
tenets of the Roman Catholic faith 
were “false and idolatrous.” — Presi- 
dent Kruger was never compelled to 
take a bigoted oath of that kind. It 
is rather strange to hear the appeal for 
justice on behalf of Roman Catholics in 
the Transvaal coming from those who 
deny to Roman Catholics in Ireland the 
right of university education there. The 
hon. Member has referred to the base and 
cowardly and infamous murder of Mrs. 
Appleby. He cannot condemn that in any 
stronger language than we do. She was 
a courageous temperance reformer, and the 
theory is that she was murdered by the 
brothel-keepers of Johannesburg, all of 
whom were Uitlanders. There is one 
Member of this House who is known to 
be a vehement supporter of the present 
policy of Her Majesty’s Government, 


but whose name has not been mentioned, 
and therefore sufficient justice has not 
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been done to him. I refer to the hon. 
Member for Sheffield. He has been a 
consistent and, I believe, an honest enemy 
of the Transvaal in the past. He ought 
to be a proud man to-day, when he finds 
that the Colonial Secretary, the majority 
of this House, and the majority of the 
people of Great Britain have adopted his 
policy ; and I hold that he should be 
called upon to direct this policy. As I 
have the honour to represent a consti- 
tuency which was the first in Ireland 
to condemn the war policy of the Colonial 
Secretary, I support the Amendment of 
my hon friend. Upon the war which 
that policy has provoked the whole world 
outside of jingo circles and stock-jobbing 
rings cries “shame,” and I am proud of 
the fact that Ireland’s voice is raised in 
that indignant chorus of condemnation. 
It is a war without one single redeeming 
feature, a war of a giant against a dwarf, 
a war which, no matter what its ending 
may be, will bring neither credit nor 
glory nor prestige to this great British 
Empire. In the words of the Colonial 
Secretary, spoken in this very House, 
only three short years ago-— 

* A war in South Africa would be one of the 
most serious wars that could possibly be 
waged. It would be a long war, a bitter war, 
and a costly war, and, as I have pointed out 
already, I believe generations would hardly 
be able to blot out the memory of it; and to 
go to war with President Kruger to enforce 
upon him reforms in the internal attairs of his 
State, in which Secretaries of State standing 
in their place have — all right of 
interference—that would be a course of action 
which would be immoral.” 


These just sentiments, so clearly expressed, 
are the standing justification of the action 
of those who think and speak now as the 
right hon. Member for West Birmingham 
spoke and thought three years ago. And 
never, surely, in the annals of British 
statesmanship has there been such a strik- 
ing example of political inconsistency as 
that exhibited between the past views, 
conclusions, and declarations of the Colo- 
nial Secretary and his recent language 
and attitude on this very Anglo-Transvaal 
issue. Of course it is sought to be made 
out that President Kruger’s ultimatum is 
the cause of the present hostilities. No- 
body outside the jingo circle is deceived 
by that flimsy contention. It would be 
like saying that a householder who has 
had his dwelling attacked by the same 
burglars on two or three occasions pro- 
voked bloodshed by his conduct in warn- 
First Day. 
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ing them, when seen gathering round 
the premises again with jemmies and 
tools in their hands, that he would 
fire upon them if they did not retire. 
The real ultimatum was given in the 
despatch which declared that Her 
Majesty’s Government would negotiate 
no more for terms of settlement, but 
would formulate their own demands. 
What was that but a virtual declaration 
of war, backed as it was by the constant 
sending of masses of troops and war 
material to South Africa by every avail- 
able ship? Worse if possible than this 
shameful war itself is the hypocritical 
pretence that it is forced upon England 
through her desire to obtain justice for 
Uitlanders in the Transvaal. A more 
transparent sham than this assertion was 
never invented as a cloak for unrighteous 
aims. If history closed her pages, and 
men’s memories were deadened by the 
clamour of the jingo press, this shameless 
perversion of truth might deceive ignorant 
minds, as it does unfortunately blind 
millions of the British people to the truth 


in this instance. But neither history 
nor the testimony of Englishmen is 
silent on the past policy of English 


jingoism in South Africa. What we 
are seeing to-day in the propaganda of 
the war party is but a repetition of the 
bad faith and shameful calumnies of the 
past towards these same Boers. The 
late Mr. Froude, who will not be accused 
of want of patriotism for England, and 
who, I believe, is the favourite historian 
of the jingo party, writes as follows in 
“Oceana” of England’s previous bad faith 
towards the Boers— 

‘The ink on the treaty of Aliwal North 
was scarcely dry when diamonds were dis- 
covered in large quantities in a district which 
we had ourselves treated as part of the Orange 
territory before our first withdrawal, and 
which had ever since been administered by 
Orange Free State magistrates. There was a 
rush of diggers from all parts of the country. 
There was a genuine fear that the Boers would 
be unable tv control the flock of vultures 


which was gathering over so rich a prey. 
There was a notion also that the finest 


diamond mire in the world ought not to be 
lost to the British Empire. It was discovered 
that the country in which it lay was not part 
of the Free State at all, and that it belonged 
to a Griqua_ chief named Waterboer. 
This chief in past times had been an ally of 
the English. The Boers were accused of 
having robbed him. Heappealed for help, and 
in an ill hour we lent ourselves to an aggres- 
sion for which there was no excuse. Lord 
Kimberley gave his name to the new settle- 
ment. The Dutch were expelled. They did 
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not resist, but they yielded under protest to 
superior force, and from that day no Boer in 
South Africa has been able to trust to English 
promises.” 


What is this but a picture of the present- 
day policy of the Colonial Office and of 
the campaign of falsehood against the 
Transvaal, urged by Zhe Times and the 
other Yellow Press organs of jingoism ? 
Continuing his indictment of England’s 
bad faith, the historian further said— 


“ We have heaped charges of foul dealing on 
the unhappy Free State Governments. We 
have sent menacing intimations to both of 
them, as if we were deliberately making or 
finding excuse to suppress them. It has 
become painfully clear to me that the English 
Government has been misled by a set of bor- 
derland jobbers into doing an unjust thing, 
and up to now equally difficult to resist and 
draw back. The English Government in 
taking up Waterboer’s cause have distinctly 
broken a treaty which they had renewed but 
one year before in a very solemn manner, and 
the Colonial Office, it is painfully evident to 
me, have been duped by a most ingenious 
conspiracy.” 

In the present instance the Colonial Office 
has not been duped by an ingenious con- 
spiracy. According to Mr. Stead—and 
there isno more patriotic Englishman alive 
—he has had it from the conspirators of 
the Jameson Raid that the Colonial 
Office was the headquarters of the con- 
spiracy which has now succeeded in com- 
pelling the British Empire to finish the 
work which Jameson and Rhodes failed to 
varry through in December, 1895. What 
failed then will, of course, succeed now, 
but a generation of Englishmen will arise 
who will be ashamed, as the civilised 
world is to-day, of the Government which 
has sanctioned this monstrous outrage 
upon a small nation which has done 
England no wrong. Small in number, 
weak in resources, though these people 
are, yet you cannot fight them fairly. A 
campaign of lying is urged against them 
in your Press, while you are sending out 
your soldiers to destroy their liberty. 
Lies about outrages on women, lies about 
Boers firing on trains carrying women 
and children, lies about brutal attacks on 
defenceless Uitlanders, and every other 
kind of cowardly calumny have been 
invented day by day in the Rhodesian 


reptile Press, and repeated and 
commented upon by the no_ less 
reptile jingo organs of London. And 


it is a war thus propagated and_pre- 
cipitated that Irishmen are expected to 
support, and for the cost of which we 
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shall be compelled to contribute. Let me 
give one instance of these infamous in- 
ventions for inflaming popular passion 
against the Boers. The Daily Mail of 
yesterday says— 

“The Cape Town correspondent of the Mail 
says the rumour that Mr. Greene had been mur- 
dered by the Boers on his way from Pretoria 
obtained an extensive hold here, and created 
much excitement. The rumour was eventually 
traced to a London source.” 


The rumour traced to London. 


League ; to the Yellow Press rooms of 
the Globe, and Daily Mail, and Times 


of forgery reputation. The truth is always | 


late in a race against a lie, but it arrives 
at last all the same, and so it does in this 
instance, as it has in every other case 
against the Transvaal. I read in _yester- 
day’s Echo— [Cries of “Oh.”] Well; it 


is an English paper, not an Irish paper. I 


read the following statement from Cape | 


Town, which I will quote for the 


benefit of the veracious J/ail— 


“ October 15.—Mr. Conyngham Greene was 
shown every civility on his journey from Pre- 
toria. Six men of President Kruger’s body- 
guard accompanied him as far as the Trans- 
vaal border and the Free State authorities 
were equally courteous.” 


And this is only a sample of scores of 


instances in which monstrous charges | 


have been insinuated against this little 


Republic with the object of  pre-| 
cipitating a war of plunder = and/| 
What else it is but a war 


revenge. 
waged for millionaires and for “‘ Majuba ” ? 
Who are the head and front of the Uit- 
lander agitation? Here are the names of 
some of the “fine old English gentlemen ” 
for whom the British Empire 1s going to 
war. They are nearly all millionaires 
and leading Uitlanders—Beit, Wernher, 
Eckstein, Rouilot, Barnato, Adler, Lowe, 
Wolff, Goldmann, Neumann, and Goertz. 
I wonder how many of these millionaire 
masters of Her Majesty’s Government are 
now at the front with your soldiers to face 
the music? Let me, however, do justice 
to one for whom I have no sympathy. 
He may escape from where he is, although 
I believe he is in a tight corner. I refer 
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| the testimony of manly and honest men 
| with English names. Here is that of one 
| Englishman, who knows the truth and 
speaks it fearlessly. In an_ interview 
| with Mr. Frank Watkins, not Watkin- 
stein, an ex-British member of the 
Volksraad, which appeared in the Daily 
Chronicle on the 5th of this month, we 
| read the following refutation of slanders 
| spoken outside and in this House— 





“* And what of his Government? Is it so 
corrupt as they say? Is it corrupt at all?’ 

‘*** No Government is absolutely pure. There 
| are Parliamentary directors and shareholders 
at home who are not entirely above reproach. 
| There may be something of the same thing in 
Pretoria. Some few members of the Govern- 
ment may have profited among many Uit- 
landers by the immense enrichment of the 


| country through shares and concessions. But 
| there is no proof of direct corruption. Mr. 


| Kruger is called corrupt, but what are the 
| facts? He receives a salary of £7,000 a year, 
| and saves most of it. He sold his farm with 
| gold on it for £100,000, and it is now capital- 
ised at a million and a half. Had he not a 
perfect right to do that? Are your Ministers 
corrupt because they receive big salaries? Is 
Sir Michael Hicks-Beach corrupt because he 
sold his estate on Salisbury Plain ?’ 

“*But the Raads—are not they corrupt ? 
Mr. Ellis Griffiths in the House of Commons 
said that twenty-two members of the Raad 
had been proved to be corrupt.’ 

“*That was the accusation, but what, again, 
| are the facts? Icaused a Commission to be 
| appointed to inquire into the allegation, and 
| the result was that all the members accused 
were exonerated. He forgot to mention that. 
| Then why these accusations? The accusations 
| are made by the very people who tried to cor- 
rupt the Boers—and failed. A tund of £25,000 
was subscribed by a certain group of men to 
| pass certain legislation—and it was not passed. 


299 





| Hence the mortification. 


There is a ring of veracity about this 
statement which would shame a certain 
| infernal personage. In the Daily Chronicle 
|of October 4 there are the views of 
another Englishman, who says— 


‘* For my own part I must say that I have 
| not a high opinion of these people when they 
jact in this manner. After getting up their 
| petitions and meetings, and making all this 
| fuss in order to get British interference in 
| their behalf, they turn tail as soon as the 
| musie seems about to start, leaving the place 
| and the people to stand the row as best they 
may. One could respect them much more if, 
after their tall talk, they had calmly braved 
it out and shown a determination to stand or 


| 


to Mr. Rhodes, who has had the courage | fall by their cause. I am much afraid that 
to face the music in Kimberley. But then 
his name is Rhodes, and not Rhodes-stein. 
As against these, and the falsehoods of 
their paid scribes in the London and 
South African Press, there is not wanting 





| they are are only a lot of windbags after all, 
| and have no ‘true leaders of men’ amongst 
| them.” 

And, as a fitting comment upon these 
| indignant sentiments, there is the piece 
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of news which appeared a few days ago 
in the Press. It reads as follows— 

“Telegram from the Special War Corre- 
spondent of the E£cio at Cape Town.—The 
Uitlanders here are now quietly leaving the 
future in the soldiers’ hands. Two thousand 
more refugees are expected immediately. 
Miners prefer bar-loating to volunteering. 
Trouble is possible here when their money is 
all spent. There is a considerable rise already 
in the prices of the necessaries of life.” 


And these are the “ oppressed” Uitlanders, 
the “down-trodden” British subjects, for 
whom your soldiers are to sacrifice their 
lives, and for whose criminal antics Irish 
taxpayers must pay. Sir, I am on the 
side of right against wrong, of justice 
against injustice, of the weak against the 
unscrupulous, every time and everywhere, 
let the combinations be who they may. 
England is not my country, but even if 
she was, I would not side with her if she 
acted the part of a big bully against a 
plucky little man defending his own 
against overwheming odds. Though I 
am an Irishman, I spent most of my life 
in Laneashire, and while Lancashire exists 
it will exact from mea tribute of admira- 
tion. There a bully who would strike a 
man who was not his equal would be 
ealled a coward. My sympathies and 
those of the overwhelming mass of my 
countrymen, outside of the British 
Colonies, are on the side of justice, free- 
dom, and humanity in this monstrous, 
unequal war. It is a very serious matter 
for me to find that Irishmen who are 
Home Rulers in Canada, Australia, and 
South Africa are siding with you, because 
you have conceded Home Rule to them. 
Let me say this for myself, that this com- 
pels me to take a somewhat different view 


of Home Rule than I have done. If I | 


thought that the concession of Home 
Rule to Ireland to-morrow would involve 


me in giving my sympathies to England | 
in a war of cowardly injustice and | 


tyranny, I would cease to be a Home 
Ruler at this moment. 


men of your own religion, race, and blood. 
Listen to one of them speaking for his 
people— 


‘We will fight until not one Boer remains | 


to defend our flag and our country ; our women 
and children will fight for their country and its 
liberties ; and even I, an old man, will take 
the gun which [ have used against them twice 
before. and use it again to defend the country | 
I love.” 


Mr. Davitt. 


{COMMONS} 


Whom are you | 
hurling your mighty armaments against | 
in this miserable conflict? W hy, against 
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May I ask what would English papers 
and politicians say if similar sentiments 
were spoken by some other noble old 
man fighting against Russian, German, or 
French aggression ? What praise, what 
sympathy would be lavished upon such 
an exemplar of heroic patriotism? But 
because England, not France, is the 
aggressor, Mr. Kruger is an enemy to be 
dealt with by Mark IV. bullets and 
Lyddite shells. Inconclusion, Mr. Speaker, 
I have spoken amidst some interruption, 
but I make no complaint. I recognise 
I am speaking in an alien assembly. 
I am called a traitor by the hon. 
Member for West Belfast who is not 
in his place, and by the London 7imes, 
because my sympathy goes out to a small 
nation of your own blood and faith, whom 
you intend to rob of its independence ; 
because I side with a people less in num- 
ber than the population of Birmingham, 
in a contest forced upon them by the 
Member for Birmingham in the name and 
by the resources of the British Empire. 
Very well, if that is to be a traitor, then 
I feel more honoured in the title than if 
I were called the Colonial Secretary of a 
Government who will have the blood of a 
brave race and of your own soldiers upon 
his head. I have not, however, a mono- 
poly of the title “traitor.” The honour 
can be shared by no less a person than 
the central figure in this war tragedy, the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, whom 
his present nominal chief, the Prime 
Minister, once termed a Jack Cade. This 
historic personage was both a traitor and 
a reputed robber, and yet the statesman 
whom the Marquess of Salisbury likened 
to Jack Cade is now the jingo hero of the 
hour. I find myself, therefore, in most dis- 
tinguished company. It is only the other 
day that a present Prime Minister of the 
Queen was referred to as follows by the 
Sun newspaper, owned, I believe, by an 
'hon. Member opposite :— 


“Mr. Schreiner, Cape Premier and Boer 
Agent, will be lucky if he does not hang from 
a Cape Town lamp-post before long. That 
would be = justifiakle form of elevation for him, 
one which he has fairly earned.” 


‘Iam in distinguished company. Mr. 
Gladstone was once called a traitor by 
the same class ¢f Englishmen. So it has 
a with other men who have raised a 
voice against aggression and injustice. 
iW ashington was called a traitor in his 
| day, so was O'Connell, and so, too, 
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to have no better epitaph than this :— 


“Here lies a man who from his cradle to 
his grave was considered by his foes to be a 
‘traitor to alien rule and oppression in Ireland 
and in every land outside her shores.” 


Mr. LOWLES (Shoreditch, Hagger- | 
ston):-I wish to challenge one statement 


made by the last speaker. He said that 


outside this House the feeling of the British 
people was overwhelmingly against this | 
war. Now, I called a public meeting | 


last week in the constituency which I have 
the honour to represent, and at that 
gathering a resolution was unanimously 
passed in support of the Government, 
those in favour of it belonging to both 


sides in politics. The hon. Member for | 


East Mayo referred to some remarks I 
made with regard to disloyalty in Cape 
Colony. When I made those remarks I 
had recently returned from that part of 
the wor!d, and whatI said was that if there 
were any disloyal Dutch they would have 
to he dealt with as they deserved. But I 
did not suggest that the majority were in 
any sense disloyal. I believe that they 
recognise the advantage of British rule 
and appreciate the personal liberty and 
equalrights which they enjoy under it.Any 


{17 OcroBER 1899} 


was the late Charles Stewart Parnell. | 
Therefore I feel honoured in a special | 
sense in being singled out for this dis- | 
tinction. For myself, when I die I aspire | 
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invite him to meet mine. I am certain 
that where public opinion, especially in 
industrial centres, is tested fully nine- 
tenths of the artisan class will be found 
‘approving the policy of the Government. 
The hon. Member objects to our fighting 
a small State. I object to allowing a 
small, stubborn, and ignorant minority of 
the white population to keep South 
| Africa in a state of unrest for twenty-five 
years. The Dutch population of both 
Republics form a very small minority of 
the whole white population—probably 
not more than 25 per cent.—and why 
should that small minority keep this pro- 
gressive part of Her Majesty’s dominions 
in a perpetual state of unrest? Much as 
I regret that this war has been forced 
upon us, I believe that it is perhaps the 
best way out of avery serious trouble, 
and I trust that when the Government 
come to discuss terms after the war is 
over they will, once and for all, put an end 
to the independence of these Republics— 
an independence which has been a con- 
stant menace to the safety, happiness, and 
welfare of Her Majesty's subjects in that 
part of the world. I repeat that I am 
ready to accompany the hon. Member for 
Northampton to any place where honest 
English public opinion can be tested, 
because I believe that such opinion will 
be found to be unanimous in support of 
the policy of the Government. 


hon. Member who has travelled in South | 


Africa wil! know that the feeling against 
Kruger is just as strong amongst the 
Dutch Cape Colonists as it is amongst the 
British Afrikanders. With regard to the 
remarks of the hon. Member for North- 
ampton, how is it that he asserts here 
what he dare not say outside? How is 
it he is not to be found in Trafalgar 
Square and Hyde Park on great public 
occasions 4 


Mr. LABOUCHERE:I shall be happy | 


to go down with the hon. Member to 
Northampton to test public feeling there. 


Mr LOWLES: And I shall be equally 
happy to go with the hon. Gentleman. 
And for this reason, that we represent 
very much the same class of people in 
this House. I believe the great majority 
of the constituents of the hon. Member 


are engaged in the boot and shoe trade. 


So, too, are the great majority of mine, 
and I am therefore perfectly ready not 
only to meet his constituents, but to 


VOL. LXXVII. [FourTH SErIEs. ] 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I desire to say a very few words in 
support of the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for East Mayo, and I do so for 
two or three different reasons. In the 
| first place, I handed in an Amendment of 
my own on somewhat similar lines, 

'and as that will probably now be ruled 
'out of order, this affords me the only 
opportunity of saying what I have 
to say. Again, I consider it would be an 
extremely cowardly thing upon my part 
| to say one thing in speeches in Ireland, 
‘and to refrain from saying the same 
| thing in my place in the House of Com- 
imons. I have noticed for some days past 
references in many of the London news- 
papers to speeches of mine in Ireland, 
and all I have to say, in reply to those 
references, is that I am here in my place 
in the House of Commons perfectly pre- 
pared to bear out, and, if necessary, to 
repeat every single word of sympathy 
with the South African Republic and its 
people which I uttered in Ireland, and 


E First Day. 
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which I believe to be shared by an over- 
whelming majority of the Irish people. 
I read in one newspaper a statement that 


it was not consistent for any Member of | 


this House to object to the Vote which is 
about to be asked for for the prosecution 


of this war. I venture to assert that I | 


have as much right, under the con- 
stitution by which I am _ here, to 
express disapproval of that war as 


hon. Gentlemen opposite have to express | 


approval of it, and if you are going to 


call Parliament together to discuss the | 


prospects of this war, and to ask fora 
Vote of money, and at the same time 
J? 


refuse a hearing to those who disapprove | 
the policy of the Government, then I say | 


that the calling together of Parliament 


at all is simply a farce, and an outrage on | 
the constitution of this country. Why | 


am I on the side, as unquestionably I am, 
of these two small Republics fighting for 
their independence? First, because 1 
believe, as conscientiously and sincerely 
in my heart as hon. Gentlemen opposite 
hold their beliefs, that this is a fight for 
liberty and justice on the part of these 
people, and because I object, as an Irish- 
man, to taking any part, however slight, 


in defraying the cost of this war, or lend- | 


ing any sanction to it. I know that great 


enthusiasm exists in England on the sub- | 
ject of the war. I know that the masses | 


of the people cheer the troops when they 


are seen in the streets, but I also know | 


that the people of this country do not 
understand what this war means. They 


have been told it is a war against the | 
burghers of the Transvaal and Orange | 


Free State, who cannot put into the 
field a force anything like as strong as 
the British forces which have been dis- 
patched against them. They are told that 
in a month or two these States will be 
reduced to submission, and that every- 
thing will then be well. Now, I have 
been to the Cape myself, and I venture to 
say there is no man who has ever been 
there who does not know that, in enter- 
ing on this war, England is not merely 
undertaking the task of subjugating the 
burghers of two small Republics, but that 
she is also entering into antagonism with 


a people who are to-day a considerable | 


majority of the white inhabitants. 

Sir J. MACLURE (Lancashire, Stret- 
ford): No. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: An 
hon. Gentleman cries “No.” Can any- 
Mr. William Redmond. 
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{one who knows the facts deny what I 
say ? 


Sm J. MACLURE: I do. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 


hon. Gentleman, who is so very popular, 
‘will, when he wakes up now and again, 
deny anything. I repeat that nobody 
who knows the facts of the case can deny 
that the majority of the white inhabitants 
of the whole of South Africa-—of Cape 
Colony and Natal as wel!-—are men of the 
Dutch race. (“No.”) Well, at any rate 
'you have a Dutch Ministry at the Cape 
of Good Hope, and your Prime Minister 
there is Mr. Schreiner, 2 Dutchman. I 
| repeat that, in entering upon this war, you 
are hound to create feelings of antagonism 
against yourruleandagainst your Empirein 
the breasts of the majority of the white 
men there. You may be told that they 
' will not interfere actively in support of 
these small Republics, but, after all, blood 
is thicker than water, and feelings of re- 
sentment and indignation are hound to be 
‘roused among the Dutch all over South 
Africa when they see a huge Army Corps 
of the first military power in the world 
launched against a mere handful of their 
own countrymen, with a view to driving, 
them into subjugation. I say here, 
speaking with some knowledge of the 
inhabitants of the Cape, that if this war 
is prosecuted, and if you heat the Trans- 
vaal and the Free State, if you kill every 
man in them capable of hearing arms 
against you, you will not be able, as long 
as Members of this House live probably, 
‘to withdraw your Army Corps from South 
| Africa ; it will have to remain there in 
| order to keep in subjugation the men of 
ithe Dutch race, who are disaffected 
against you. And I would add that this 
'is a poor return for the generous and 
loyal treatment accorded to vou by the: 
| Cape Parliament, which is composed 
| mostly of Dutchmen, in granting you a 
‘subsidy for your navy. Much has 
| been said as to the grievances of the 
| Uitlanders, but I defy anyone to prove 
j that, outside the question of the 
‘franchise, these men have suffered 
any serious or real outrage or disability. 
A great deal was made some time ago of 
the killing of an Uitlander by a policeman 
at Johannesburg, and the indignation of 
the country was aroused; but the real 
grievances of the Uitlanders can be 
counted on the fingers of hoth hands. It 
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is complained that they are denied the 
right to vote. It is true that some time 
ugo the number of years a man must 
reside there before he could vote was 
fourteen, but that term was reduced some 
years ago to seven, and Her Majesty’s 
Government asked for five. After some 


delay this was agreed to, with conditions, » 


and I assert that this coming war is to be 
waged because of a difference of opinion 
hetween five years and seven. In this 
country you compel a foreigner to live six 
years before you give him the franchise 


and a vote, and because the Boers 
will 1 allow five years you are 
going .o war. Who are the Uit- 


landers? No one in this House more 
condemned the Jameson Raid than I did. 
It was an unwarranted and criminal pro- 
ceeding, but after all there was a certain 
amount of pluck about it. Jameson and 
his few untrained men were given to 
understand that the Uitlanders of Johan- 
nesburg would meet them—they out- 


numbered the Boers five to one—and | 


enforce reforms. At this time the Uit- 


landers were fully armed, and at this time | 


Johannesburg was unfortified by the 
Boers. 


in with his men, and what happened ? 
Not a single one of the Uitlanders went 


out to meet him ; they went and hid them- | 


selves and allowed Jameson and his men | 
tu he seized by the Boers and brought | 


{17 OcToBER 1899} 


Jameson, on the faith of the pro- | 
mise of these valiant Uitlanders, marched | 
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of people in the direst poverty, but you 
have not a million to help them, not a 
farthing, but you may spend fifty millions 
in subjugating a people who have never 
injured England. What is the history of 
the Boers? Some people imagine that 
the whole world originally belonged to 


England, and no doubt, in a fit and 
proper state of things, if everything 


had been properly ordained, that would 
have been the case; but we must not 
forget that the forefathers of these men 
now behind their guns were the original 
colonisers of South Africa. They it was 
who first brought white men _ to 
the Cape of Good Hope. From time 
to time you have hunted them out, 
but it was theirs before an English foot 
trod South Africa. Pushed from the 
Cape, they trekked, time after time, until 
when they had crossed the veldt they 
were told they could rest, and would be 
molested no more. When they went 
into the country and oaeree it and, 
built their towns they were followed by 
people from the outside, and now again 
they are going to be denied the land 
which they have carved out of the wilder- 
ness, and we are told this is to be done in 
the interest of the Empire. It is the 
worst thing that can be done, and to say 
that these two little countries are to be 
crushed in the interests of liberty is a 
‘thing no intelligent man can _ for 
an instant believe. There is now 











to Johannesburg and cast into prison.|a state of w ar, and we are told the 
They are a brave people, truly. I have | Liberals and Tories unite, and I am sorry 
heard of people with grievances, but|to say in regard to English Liberalism 
never before have I known of men with | that is largely true, because there are 
arms in their hands who would not fight | people on the front Opposition bench who 
to remedy their grievances. I should | say that it is an unjust and an unneces- 
like to hear what Jameson has to say of | sary war, yet they will vote for the 
those who sent for “Dr. Jim,” and did | Government. Let Liberals and Tories do. 
not lend a hand to help him. | as they will; thank God there are in this 


| House a few men who, undeterred by the: 
Str ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT | | laughter of hon. Gentlemen opposite, will 
register their votes against this measure. 
Hon. Gentlemen talk about the oath of 
allegiance. Am I to be told that any- 
thing in this House or out of it binds a 
Member to vote and speak for a 
measure which in his heart he considers 
unjust? If my oath required me to. 


(Sheffield, Ecclesall) : They only had 2 ,000 | 
rifles among them. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: But even | 
so omnipotent a general as the right hon. | 
Gentleman must be aware that some- 
thing may be done by men who know 
that others are on the road to help them, 
though they only have 2,000 rifles among | 
them. These are the men for whom 
you are going to vote eight millions 
to-morrow_—and who can say it will not 
he fifty millions before we have finished ?— 
whilst in this country there are thousands 








/support every measure submitted by 


the Government it would be a very 


sad thing for my oath. A Unionist or: 
even a jingo Government supported by 
Liberals with Conservative opinions on 
Imperialism might command some re- 
spect, but surely it is a sorry spectacle, 


E 2 


First Day. 
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and not calculated to inspire respect, to 
see a Government led and pushed and 
dragged along into a disastrous war, not 
by a Conservative statesman, but by a 
man who in turn has been everything in 
degree. I remember years ago, before I 
entered this House, studying the different 
leaders of this great assembly, and when I 
entered this House, sixteen or seventeen 
years ago, I asked my father near me 
who the various persons were. He 
pointed out one after another, and then 
he pointed to a lean man with a spare 
and hungry look. I asked who that was, 
and heard he was a very celebrated 
man. He was a great Republican. He 
it was who made speeches to and led our 
young “ Reds.” Sixteen years after I find 
the Republican orator of that day, the 
man who was considered the leader of the 
young “Reas” of England, climbing up 
on the Treasury Bench, Toriest of the 
Tories, dragging his Party to disaster. 
With the might of England at his ‘ack 
ithe once Republican turns out as Conser- 
vative as his Tory companions. When 
his story is written nothing will be more 
discreditable than to know that the man 
who hurled the force of English might 
against these two small Republics was a 
man who was a Republican in his younger 
days, when no country gentleman would 
touch his hand. I apologise for detaining 
the House at such 2 length, though 
I may tell the hon. Gentlemen who cheer 
the remark, I do not apologise in one iota 


for anything I have said against this man, | 
either in Ireland or in this House. I: 


opposed the war in Ireland because I 
think it is unnecessary and unjust, and is 
against the spirit of liberty. The man 


{COMMONS} 
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| place, one might to some extent be 
excused, for I am not one of those who 
enter upon this work with a light heart. 
(Ministerial laughter.) If hon Gentlemen 
opposite were shut up in Mafeking they 
would not be laughing. If they were in 
Kimberley they would not be laughing. 
Those take it with a light heart who do 
not go to the front; they are like the 
valiant Uitlanders, who, having raised a 
storm in Johannesburg, storm all the 
trains to get out. The man on whose 
head the bloodshed in this war should be 
visited, the man who is responsible before 
the country and before heaven, is, I say 
without hesitation, that recreant Repub- 
lican. 


Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
and Cot, SAUNDERSON (Armagh, M.) 
rose together to address the House. The 
latter having resumed his seat : 


*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
proceeded: I am very sorry to stand be- 
tween the House and my gallant friend, but 
as direct reference has been made to myself 
I would ask the indulgence of the House 
for a few minutes while I attempt to deal 
with those statements. I cannot hope to 
equal the impassioned eloquence of the 

hon. Gentleman who has just sat down. 
But it seems to me that there are three 
striking fallacies underlying the speeches 
of the two hon. Gentlemen who have ad- 
dressed the House from below the gang- 
|way opposite. The hon. Gentleman 
who has just sat down did a very 
grievous injustice to the Uitlanders. 
He informed the House that Johannes- 
_ burg at the time of the Raid was armed. 











upon whose head will be the blood of | Johannesburg was not armed when the 
every British soldier who bites the dust, | Jameson Raid took place. Only a very 
the man whom the widowed women of | small proportion of the people had arms. 
the Dutch race will teach their children | Yet so great was the terror of the Boers, 
ito curse, is the man who, under the power | of President Kruger and of his Govern- 
of.an overweening ambition—an ambition | ment, that in order to get that small 
seldom coming to gentlemen, but to | fraction of Johannesburgers to lay down 
people of that class who aspire to mix| their arms, every kind of false promise 
with them—— | and mis-statement was resorted to. There 
| were plenty of courageous men in Johan- 

Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a cour- | nesburg who would, if they had known 
teous or proper way to speak of a Member | the straits of Jameson and his men, 
of this House. ‘have gone out to their relief. But the 
| disaster came so suddenly and so unex- 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Mr. | pectedly that they were unable to move 
Speaker, I have not the slightest intention | before it was over. Another striking 
of disobeying your ruling. Ata moment | fallacy that has been much used on the 
like this, I think that if an expression is | opposite side of the House is the effect 
used which is not altogether suited to the | that this struggle will have upon the 


Mr. William Redmond. 
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Dutch population of South Africa. 


after the struggle is over—and it can ‘only | 
have one end—the Dutch population not | 
only of the Cape but of the Transvaal | 
and Orange Free State will be perfectly | 
contented and happy under the liberty | 
and justice they will enjoy under the | 
British flag. 


You said that about the Irish people too. 


*Srr ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 
I have never said that the Irish race 
would be contented and happy. 
they ought to be, but they are perhaps a 
little difficile in their natural character- 
istics. The true way to cause race senti- 
ment in South Africa to become embittered 
and hopelessly hostile until a state of 
anarchy and ruin is produced there, would 
be to allow the great Boer conspiracy 
against the predominance of England to 
get the upper hand in South 
That there is a great Boer conspiracy no 
one can doubt. It has grown with the 
weakness of British Ministries, and it has 
heen nurtured on the gold wrung from the 
Uitlanders. It is a conspiracy which has 
for its object the destruction of British 
predominance in South Africa and the 
creation of an independent South African 
Republic, in which the Dutch shall be 
paramount. The hon. Gentleman who 
spoke last but one said this was a 
war of millionaires and Majuba. I will 
deal with Majuba in a moment, but let 
me first deal with the question of the 
millionaires. The hon. Member for East 
Mayo was kind enough to say that I had 
heen consistent in the policy I had pursued 
in regard to this South African question. 
If I may be allowed to say so, I have been 


consistent because, first of all, I know that. 


a policy based on false sentiment and sur- 
render of British rights, like that associated 
with the capitulation after Majuba, must 
always be fatal. I have been consistent 
because, in the second place, I know what 
Boer rule means, and in the third place, 
hbecanse I know what British rule 
means, not only in the Transvaal 


and South Africa but throughout the | 
'is so hopelessly prejudiced against every- 


whole of the world. Because I have kept 
these essential points in view for the last 
18 years, I now have the advantage of 
receiving from the hon. Gentleman an 
admission of my consistency. 


Gentleman told us that this was a war of 


I think | 
‘Something between 60,000 and 80,000 


But the hon. | 
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[| millionaires. 
venture to predict that within five years} ment more absolutely incorrect. 


for the last six years. 


Africa. | 
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There never was a. state- 
Who: 
are the men now bearing the brunt of the 
| struggle and of the suffering in South 
Africa ! They are not the million: ures. 


Mr. DILLON: They baie run away. 
*Srr ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT = 


| They are not even the British soldiers ; 


Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.) : | 
a ) se in the Transvaal. 


but the rank and file of the Uitlander 


Mr. STANHOPE How 


many are there ? 


*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 


(Burnley) : 


working men, professional men, engineers, 
doctors, lawyers, tradesmen, and artisans. 
They are the men who now suffer; and 
they are the men who have been suffering 
The hon. Gentleman 
has got hold of the wrong end of the stick 
altogether. I have had the adv antage of 
having an extensive correspondence ‘With 


' the Uitlanders of the Transvaal for the last 





six years, and I can tell the hon. Gentleman 
that for the first three years of that period 
every letter I received was from men of 
the artisan and middle classes. I have 
those letters in my possession, and shall be 
happy to show them to the hon. Member. 
These men complained not only of Kruger 
and his executive, but also of the mil- 
lionaires, because the millionaires formerly 
used Kruger and his Government for their: 
own profit. It is only when the injustice 
and tyranny of the Boer Government 
became absolutely intolerable that the 
millionaires made common cause with the 
great mass of the Uitlanders of the 
Transvaal. But some of the million- 
aires behaved with much courage at 
Johannesburg, and no one disputes the 
splendid courage of Mr. Rhodes. The 
war has been rendered necessary 
for the protection of nearly 80,000: 
British subjects who have been grossly 
and most unjustly maltreated by 
one of the most tyrannical and corrupt 
oligarchies the world has ever seen. That 
is the truth about this war. The hon. 
Gentleman made many other statements 
which will not bear examination, but he 


thing that pertains to the interests of 
this country that it is hardly necessary to: 
answer him. This war has the support, 
I venture to say, of nine-tenths of the 
English people, and it has that support. 


First Day.. 
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because the people of this country realise 
that the Government have entered into 
this war with great reluctance, that they 
have shown the utmost possible patience 
—in the opinion of some of us, too much 
patience—and that they have been forced 
to undertake this war for the most ele- 
mentary claims of human liberty and 
human justice. The hon. Member for 
South Mayo gave his case away when 
he confessed, with a sadness which 
he could not avoid, that the great 
majority of his countrymen in South 
Africa and the colonies were on the side 
of the Uitlanders. Why is that! Is it 
because they are prejudiced in favour of 
England? No. It is because they know 
from experience what the rule of President 
Kruger and his Government means. These 
Irish have been forced, in spite of them- 
selves, to take the side of England against 
the side of the Transvaal. The hon. 
Member for South Mayo, who, if he 
was in the Transvaal, would, I venture 
to say, be one of the leaders of the 
Uitlanders, and would he, perhaps, now 
the victim of Boer oppression and 
Boer outrage, makes these wild state- 
ments because he is suffering from want 
of experience, or—if I may say so without 
offence—from absolute ignorance of the 
facts. The whole country will support 
the Government. They will provide the 
‘Government with all the resources neces- 
sary for this struggle. I believethestruggle 
will be short. [am certain it will be effee- 
tive, and I believe it will conduce to the 
‘common benefit not only of Englishmen 
and British subjects, but of Dutchmen 
and natives as well. A false glamour has 
been thrown around the Boers of the 
Transvaal as if they were a_ people 
“rightly struggling to be free.” Their 
idea of freedom is very different 
from ours. They have never shown any 
freedom or justice to their black 
neighbours. 


Mr. DAVITT: What freedom did you 
show the Matabele when you blew them 
up with dynamite ? 

*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
You are speaking of the incidents of war. 
The Matabele are treated with justice and 
good government now, and are satisfied. 
The name of Boer is detested hy the 
natives throughout South Africa, and 
I very much fear that one of the results 
of this war will be a_ terrible native 
rising against the Boers which may cause | 
Sir Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett. 
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/much suffering to innocent people. | 
| said that there has been a great deal of 
false glamour thrown around the Govern- 
,ment of President Kruger and _ the 
character of the Boers. Do honourable 
Gentlemen opposite realise what that 
Government is? Do they realise that it 
denies to the great majority of the 
people of the Transvaal the right of 
public meeting, of a free Press, and of 
ordinary justice? Do they know that 
the independence of the High Court has 
been deliberately done away with? Do 
they know that the administration of 
this country costs 4} millions, the greater 
part of which is spent in corruption : 
while the neighbouring Republic, the 
Orange Free State, is administered at-a 
cost of only £400,000? Yet the Orange 
Free State is better and more honestly 
administered than the Transvaal. The 
President and his Executive, the mem- 
bers of his family, and the majority of 
the Volksraad all enjoy a large and most 
illegitimate proportion of the product of 
taxation. This has been proved over 
and over again, and is one of the reasons 
for the desperate resistance now being 
made by Kruger and his cabal to all 
practical reform. ‘There may be some 
points to criticise in the policy and ad- 
ministration of the Government: I do 
not propose now to enter upon thexe 
points. The time has not yet come 
tor that criticism. We may be able to 
say something about the delay in dealing 
with this Transvaal question—a delay 
which has rendered it infinitely more 
difficult and costly to deal with than 
it ought to have been — and also 
about the apparent unpreparedness of 
our military resources; but this is not 
the time for criticism. This is the time 
at which, I am_ satisfied, the great 
majority of the Members of .this House 
and nine-tenths of the people of this 
country will rally to the support of the 
Government in the action which they 
have taken and which is necessary, Not 
only for the maintenance of British 
supremacy in South Africa, but also 
for justice and the common rights of 
humanity. 

*Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): As I intend to vote for the 


| Amendment, I desire to state very briefly 


the grounds upon which I propose to do 
so. I cannot imagine any proposition 
more detrimental to the welfare of the 
country than that honourable Members 
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who are opposed to the war should re- | 
main silent until the war is over. If | 
that proposition were admitted, then a/| 
Government would have a direct interest 
in precipitating hostilities abroad by way 
of avoiding attack at home. But it is 
quite unnecessary that I should expose 
the futility of that proposition, because 
all the traditions and best practice of | 
British statesmanship are entirely opposed 
to it. From a crowd of precedents I will 
select only one or two. In the last cen- 
tury that true Imperialist the great 
Earl of Chatham opposed from first to 
last the war with our North American 
Colonies, and in his place in Parlia-| 
ment moved an Address to the King 
requesting that our troops should be re- 
called. In 1857, when hostilities had 
broken out between this country and 
China, Lord Derby, the Rupert of debate, 
as he was called, moved a Resolution in 
the House of Lords condemning the policy 
of the Government. A similar Reso- 
lution was moved by Mr. Cobden in 


this House, and was supported by 
Mr. Gladstone, Mr. Bright, and Mr. 


Disraeli, antl almost, with a few excep- 
tions, the entire Conservative party, and 
it is, | think, not irrelevant to point out 
that the speech in which Lord Palmer- 
ston defended the action of his Govern- 
ment then is curiously like very much that 
we hear to-day. Lord Palmerston said that 
our proceedings had been marked by ex- 
treme forbearance ; that Sir John Bowring 
was the most unlikely man to get the coun- 
try into hostilities without just cause ; that 
this House hal in its keeping not only the | 
interests and the pronerty and the lives 
of many of our countrymen, but the 
honour, the reputation, and the character 
of the country, and so forth. Then, 
again, in December, 1878, when Par- | 
liament was summoned in consequence 
of the Afghan War, Amendments con- | 
demning the policy of the Government 
were moved in both Houses—in the 
House of Lords by Lord Halifax, and in 
the House of Commons by Mr. Whitbread, 
who was supported by Mr. Gladstone, 
by the right hon. Gentleman the First 
Lord of the’ Admiralty, by the present | 
Duke of Devonshire, by the present 
Colonial Secretary, and by the entire 
Liberal Party. It is, therefore, perfectly 








ul 


clear that according to the best practice 
of Parliament, the fact of present war | 
does not and ought not to silence those | 
who condemn the policy which led to the | 
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| liquor traffic in this country ! 
‘hon. Gentleman was interrupted, and he 
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war. Those who maintain the contrary 
proposition, if [ may say so with great 
respect, confuse two entirely different 
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aavu 


things. They confuse the exigencies of the 
military situation with the policy which led 


to that situation. I say that to refuse 


Supply is one thing, but to challenge and 


criticise and condemn the policy which 
led to the war is quite another, and hon. 
Members who shrink, and perhaps rightly, 


‘from the first course, are not thereby 


precluded from pursuing the other. 1% 
has been said that this is not the time 
for criticism. No one has said that the 
issue of the ultimatum, and the conse- 
quences which have followed, are to cancel 
criticism, but it is suggested that criti- 
cism ought to be postponed. So far as 
the practice of Parliament is concerned, 
I do not wnderstand that proposition. 
When hon. Members are honestly con- 
vinced that the Government is wrong, 
it is their duty to say so, war or no 
war. That is the course which has been fo!- 
lowed by the brightest ornaments of British 
statesmanship, and [I am not ashamed <o 
tread in their steps. So much I have 
said in justification of this Amendment, 
and of the line of criticism whieh 
supporters are taking. I desire now +o 
come to close quarters with the question 
before us to-night, and [ should like vo 
refer to the speech of the hon. Member 
for Derby, who gave us a catalogue 
of the grievances of the Uitlanders. 
I listened very carefully to the hon. 
Gentleman, who always speaks with great 
moderation and with regard for the 
feelings of those who are opposed to him, 
but to my mind he did not make out any- 
thing at all approaching a case for war, or 
even for entering upon a course of negotia- 





US 


| tions, the probable consequence of which 


would be war. The hon. Gentleman said in 
the first place, that public meetings were 
broken up in the Transvaal. We have 
had within the last few weeks many 
examples of public meetings being broken 
up in England. Then the hon, Gentle- 
man referred to the evils arising trom the 
liquor traffic in the Transvaal. Why, Sir, 
have not some of us cognisance of the 
enormous evils which flow from the 
But the 


said, “Oh, but the point upon which I 


/am now is that the liquor laws are 


violated.” Are not the liquor laws violated 
in this country ? Yes, probably quite as 
much as they are in the ‘fransvaal. Then 
First Day. 
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he referred to the murder of a lady in the | 
Transvaal, the details of which no one | 
could read without their feelings being | 
harrowed. He seemed to blame the 
authorities in the Transvaal for failing to 
detect the murderer. How many un-| 
punished crimes of murder have we had | 
in this Metropolis? It is a matter to be 
regretted, but it is absurd to try to make 
an international question of such a com- 
plaint as that. Then he referred to the | 
municipality of Johannesburg, and, as an | 
instance of the corruption which he 
alleges exists in that city, stated that the | 
monopoly for a drainage scheme had been 
given to a private person. 

*Mr. DRAGE: I beg the hon. Member's 
pardon, I did not say anything about cor- 
ruption in connection with Johannesburg. 
I merely dealt with the municipal govern- | 
ment of Johnnesburg, not the city. 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL: The hon. 
Gentleman will not dispute, I am sure, 
that as an example of the corruption 
which prevailed he said that the monopoly | 
of a drainage scheme for Johannesburg 
had been given to a private person. 


*Mr. DRAGE: No; I cited that as the | 
way in which municipal government in 
Johannesburg was neutralised. 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL: Yes, but what I | 
have to complain of is that the hon. 
Gentleman did not state the whole 
facts of the case with regard to that 
drainage scheme. 

*Mr. DRAGE: They were not material 
to my point. 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL: Oh! not mate- 
rial to the honourable Gentleman’s point ! 
Wait a moment. The honourable Gen- 
tleman said, as an example of corruption, 
the monopoly of a drainage scheme had 
been given toa private person. That is 
quite true so far. The monopoly was 
given to a private person. But on the 
very page of the Blue Book upon which 
the statement is found there is a note to 
the effect that that concession was can- 
celled, and it was cancelled because repre- 
sentations were made by Uitlanders 
against this abuse. The hon. Gentle- 
man ought in common honesty to have 
told the whole of the facts of the case. 
I think they are very relevant, because 
they show that President Kruger and his 
Government are not deaf to all appeals, 
and that the Uitlanders are able to obtain, 

Mr. Pickersgill. 
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in some instances at all events, redress of 
their grievances by perfectly proper and 
legitimate means. The fact is that the 
grievances of the Uitlanders, although 
grievances there are, have been grossly 
exaggerated. Take Sir Alfred Milner’s 
famous despatch of 5th May. I say 
he proves too much. He is not an artist 
in colour; he dabs in the black paint 
with far too heavy a hand. Nothing 
could be more appalling than the picture 
Sir Alfred Milner draws of life in Johan- 


/nesburg. Property is not safe, he tells 


us ; personal violence is rife ; women are 
subject to insult. Why, it must be a hell 
upon earth! But, at al! events, it seems 
rather a popular pandemonium. After all, 
no one is compelled to stay there, and, what 
is more to the point, no one is compelled to. 


|go there. Yet it is part of Sir Alfred 


Milner’s case, after drawing this appalling 
picture, that foreigners are pouring into 
Johannesburg in ever increasing numbers. 
The picture is not artistic; it bears upon 
its face the evidence that it is exaggerated, 
overdrawn, and untrue. I admitted that 
there were grievances, hut there is no 
complaint of the Uitlanders which has 
not its counterpart in this country. ‘“ Per- 
sonal violence is rife: the police are 
guilty of personal violence.” Yes, but there 
have been only one or two or three cases 
of personal violence by the police, and have 
not we had in England, and still more in 
Ireland, similar instances? If vou go: 
across the Atlantic to America you will 
find that the American police, especially in 
rough neighbourhoods, have been guilty of 
a score of acts of brutality, so called, for 
every one which you can charge against the 
police in the Transvaal. Then it is said 
that taxation falls heavily on the Uitlander 
and lightly on the Boer. Have not we 
the counterpart in this country) Do not 
we see tradesmen overburdened with 
public charges while the ground jandlord 


' does not lift a single finger to help to bear 


them? “The right of publie meeting is 
attacked.” It is only a week er two ago 
that I read of an Irish Member who had 
called a meeting of his constituents, at 
which he and his friends were batoned 
by the police. [An Irish Member: By 
the Chief Secretary.] Then we are told 
that the Uitlanders had to wait long 
years before they got a vote for the Volks- 
raad or First Chamber in the Transvaal. 
In this country we have no vote at all tor 


our first Chamber. Then, Johannesburg, 


“remains without proper municipal govern 
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ment.” How long did this Metropolis | 


“remain without proper municipal govern- 
ment”? Has London obtained “ proper 
municipal government ” even now 2 It is 


complained that the Uitlanders have 1ot 


the control of the police in Johannesburg. 
Why, the citizens of London have not the 
control of the police. Why should these 
grievances be held up to the world when 
we have really their counterparts in this 
country ? Then, Sir, a question has been 
raised upon which I feel, and which I 
condemn, as strongly as any man, viz., the 
treatment of the coloured people. But 
are our own colonists in South Africa 
altogether blameless in the matter! The 
question of the treatment of the Indian 
subjects of the Queen was expressly raised 
by the Colonial Secretary. It was upon one 
of those occasions when new grievances 
were raised and new demands were sprung 
upon the Boers. Much as I regret the 
way in which the Indian subjects of the 
Queen are treated in the Transvaal, IJ 
challenge contradiction when I say that 
the treatment of the Indian subjects of 
the Queen in Natal is infinitely worse. 
If, therefore, you will not compel our own 
colonists to treat our Indian fellow-subjects 
properly, why do you try to make it a cuss 
belli against the Transvaal Government ? 
This oppression business has been very much 
overdone. It presumes upon our credu- 
lity. I think I know my fellow-country- 
men better than this supposes. Let the 
Government be what you please, and 
the laws what you will, the Anglo- 
Saxon is too robust and energetic and 
virile a race to be very much oppressed 
by anyone under any circumstances. 
The fact is simply that President 
Kruger is an old Tory; he is one of 
those who consider that what was good 
enough for their fathers is good enough 
for them ; and so he wants to jog along 
in the old way, and hates these “ pro- 
gressives” with their disturbing theories 
and new-fangled notions, just as some hon. 
Gentlemen are very much perturbed by the 
London Progressives. I cannot but think 
that, after all, the Tory Party must have a 
sort of sneaking kindness for this image 
of themselves reflected in President 
Kruger. The problem of the Transvaal 
is a very old one—almost as old as 
civilisation itself. It is the problem 
which is constantly recurring—that of 
the first clash and encounter of the new 
order of things with the old order of , 
things. It has come about with peculiar 
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the discovery of gold. For this state of 
things there is only one solution, and 
that solution is the policy of patience. 
It is said that the policy of patience has 
been tried long enough and that patience 
is exhausted. Very well, I will deal with 
it. The hon. Member for Derby told us 
that the first meeting of the Uitlanders to 
press their grievances was in 1892. I 
believe that is perfectly correct ; the Trans- 
vaal National Union was founded in 1892. 
We may take it, therefore, that these 
grievances first began to be severely felt 
when steps were taken to remedy them 
in 1892. We are now in 1899—only 
seven years. I wish hon. Gentlemen 
opposite would cultivate a sense of pro- 
portion. Seven years, when you are 
dealing with such a revolution as is 
expected to be effected in the Transvaal, 
is not a long period of time. Compare 
it, for instance, with Cape Colony. It is 
part of our opponents’ case that in Cape 
Colony you have the English and Dutch 
side by side with equal rights. It is 
quite true, and one rejoices that it is so. 
3ut it has not always been so. It took 
at least ten years for the Dutchman to 
establish himself on the ground of a 
political equality with the Briton in Cape 
Colony. 
Mr. DILLON : Fifty years. 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL: It may be so, 
but say ten. But here only seven years 
have elapsed, which I say is not a long 


time for such a transaction as this. Com-- 


pare it with incidents in our own history. 
During how many years did our own 
Anti-Corn Law League carry on its great 
campaign ? How long did the working 
classes—my hon. friend the Member 
for Haggerston appealed to the working 
classes, and, let me say here incidentally, 
he claimed that the working classes of 
East London were upon his side. I deny 
it. The hon. Member spoke of those who 
worked in the boot and shoe trade, and I 
may say that half my constituents work 
in that trade. (Ministerial laughter.) 
Why that laugh? I am not ashamed to 
represent hoot and shoe makers. On the 
contrary, I am proud to have the oppor- 
tunity of representing them here, and I 
throw that hon. Member’s laugh in his 
teeth. A week ago I held a meeting—I 
will amend my phrase and say that I was 
asked to address a meeting—of my own 
constituents, and I didattend. It was a 
First Day. 
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suddenness in the Transvaal owing to: 
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meeting with reference to the Transvaal 


‘question. A strong resolution condemn- 


ing the policy of the Government was 
moved at that meeting, and it was carried 
with only one dissentient, and he was a 
member of the Conservative Party. How 
long did the working classes of this 
country ask for the franchise and ask in 
vain? I think there has never heen such 
a piece of irony in any country at any 
time as we have seen recently, for we 
have seen the Members of another place 
and of this House shrieking to extend the 
franchise in South Africa, whereas they 
fought like demons against giving the fran- 
chise in this country. Here is another piece 
of irony. Apparently we are going to war 
because President Kruger declines to con- 
vert loyal subjects of the Queen into Re- 
publicans fast enough to please the party 
opposite. The case is full of absurd 
contradictions. How long have we been 
demanding that the will of the people 
shall not be thwarted in another place ? 
I have full sympathy with the women 
and children particularly who have suffered 
in the Transvaal. We have heard of 
women and children packed together in 
railway trucks, and | must say that I 
have the most sincere sympathy for them. 
But, after all, I have still greater sym- 
pathy for the tens of thousands at home, 
who are packed together, not for forty- 
eight hours in railway trucks, but year in 
and year out in unhealthy dwellings in 
our great towns. I am sorry to see that 
the Colonial Secretary is not in his place, 
for I hold in my hand the Birmingham 
Daily Mail of 9th of October, which 
devotes an article to the housing problem, 
and it says: 

“ At the present time wages are high- 
{Ministerial interruption.) J assure hon. 
Members opposite that they are very 
much mistaken if they think that by 
clamour they will prevent this heing read. 

“ At the present time wages are high, build- 
ing material is expensive, and half-a-sovereign 
a week is charged for houses that a few years 
ago would have been eight shillings at the 
outside. One result is that working-men and 
their families have to live the best way they 
ean, and that generally means the worst way 
possible. Some miserable dwelling in the 
centre of the city as nearly as possible is taken, 
and there men and women and children are 
herded together night after night —— ” 

(Cries of “ Question.”) 

*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order. I do 
not think the quotation which the hon. 
Member is reading is relevant. 


Mr. Pickersgill. 
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*Mr. PICKERSGILL : I bow to your 
ruling, Mr. Speaker, but I think I have 
quoted sufficient to show that people in 
this country are subjected for long periods 
of time to far greater sufferings than 
these Uitlanders have had to undergo. 
Whilst I avow the strongest possible sym- 
pathy for the women and children, I 
think that our first care ought to be for 
the far larger number of persons who are 
living under most disgraceful conditions 
close to our own homes. This Amend 
ment concludes by suggesting that the 
resources of arbitration should be called 
in under the present circumstances, and I 
heartily support that suggestion. I sin- 
cerely trust that no technical reason, such 
as the fact that the Transvaal is not a 
sovereign independent State, will be 
allowed to stand in the way of effect 
being given to this proposal. I do not 
see why it should, because, as a matter of 
fact, the Government of this country has 
already, in one instance at all events, 
accepted arbitration with the Transvaal. 
I reter to the arbitration which took place 
some time ago, when I think the Chief 
Justice of the Free State was the arbi- 
trator, upon the question of the treatment 
by the Transvaal of Indian subjects of 
the Queen. That seems to me to be a 
relevant case, and it is a precedent for 
applying arbitration now between England 
and the Transvaal. Having regard to the 
fact that not many weeks ago this country 
sent a representative to the Peace Con- 
gress at the Hague, and declared _ its 
adhesion to the great principle of trying 
the resources of arbitration before coun- 
tries apply themselves to the arbitrament 
of war, I trust this country will be true 
to the course it took up there, and will 
not act in such a way that our enemies on 
the continent of Europe can say that 
England is hypocritical on this question. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
can hardly understand the levity with 
which this subject has been treated by 
gentlemen opposite. I think that going 
to war is a serious business. I came up 
from Liverpool this morning, and I saw 
several of the most affecting leave-takings 
of Army Reserve men who are going to 
join their brigades. I have always held 
that it is the duty of this House to 
diseuss and determine the war policy of 
the nation, and in my ‘opinion it seems 
‘an extraordinary thing that the constitu- 
tion of England allows a single Minister 
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to engineer a war, and then when that 
war is entered upon also allows the 
Government to call upon Parliament to 
discuss its merits. I cannot conceive why 
it is that one single member of the Govern- 
ment can so manipulate and manage 
affairs that war becomes inevitable, and 
then this House, after the final step is 
taken, is asked its opinion upon a ques- 
tion which it has no power to modify. 
As an Irish Member I object entirely to 
this war, and I have as much right to 
object to it as hon. Members opposite 
have to approve of it. I want to know 
what this war is about. I have read in 
the newspapers most of the articles which 
have been written on this subject. I 
have read them until I have become 
absolutely puzzled as to the details, and 
I am not clear yet as to what the war is 
about. I know that ostensibly the war 
was undertaken about the franchise, but 
what is the state of the franchise in 
Ireland? How many years have some of 
these Uitlanders spent in the Transvaal ? 
I know some of them have gone there 
and made their fortunes, but in Ireland 
we have had the Irish population deprived 
until last year of the municipal franchise. 
This great House of Commons absolutely 
refused the right of citizenship to the 
majority of the Irish people until last 
year, and even when we get it we have 
to pay for it by an agricultural grant of 
£750,000 perannum. I see the hon. Mem- 
her here for St. Stephen’s Green. What 
has happened regarding the franchise in 
South Dublin? Why, before the last re- 
vision court every Nationalist that was on 
the register in St. Stephen’s Green and 
South Dublin, where there is a very narrow 
majority of Conservatives, was served 
with an objection, and every means was 
taken to prevent them from obtaining a 
vote for these two divisions. If this kind 
of thing took place in South Africa what 
would be said in this country ? Another 
question to which I desire to direct 
the attention of the House is this. We 
hear a great deal about the grievances of 
the Uitlanders in the Transvaal, but every 
Irishman is treated positively worse than 
the Uitlanders. We live under a per- 
petual Coercion Act, Mr. Speaker, in 
Ireland, and the Irish nation are deprived 


‘of the right to bear. arms, which is a right 


held by every citizen in every free State. 
We are also overtaxed by £3,000,000 per , 
annum, and every Irishman is called upon 
to pay his portion of that taxation, and | 
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now we are coolly asked by the Govern- 
ment to contribute towards the cost of 
this war. Not long ago a large meeting 
was held in Dublin, and with one voice 
they declared against this war. There is 
not a single Nationalist in my constituency 
who is not against this Boer war. I do 


‘not sit here as the true loyal servant of 
' the British Government, but I am here as 


an Irish representative, representing the 
opinion of St. Patrick’s Division ; and 
whether it pleases the Government or 
not, it is my duty to express the opinion 
of my constituents fearlessly. I think 
this financial question is one of the most 
serious which will have to be considered 
in connection with this war. I do not 
intend to take up the time of the House 
upon this subject now, for I shall have an 
opportunity of speaking upon it another 
time. I would, however, like to call 
attention to this fact. A few months ago 
we had a Peace Conference, and it was 
attended by the representatives of the 
various nations in Europe, and no repre- 
sentative was stronger in putting forward 
the idea of having these international 
disputes settled by arbitration than the 
gentleman who represented this country. 
| want to know what change has come 
over the Administration? Why is it that 
when President Kruger made the offer to 
submit this dispute to arbitration it was 
not accepted? I am strongly of the 
opinion that it was not a question of the 
franchise at all; it was not a question 
of arms for the Uitlanders; it is not a 
drainage question, as some gentlemen 
appear to make out, nor a question of gas 
or water, but it is a question of obtaining 
the whole of South Africa, and it is a case 
of continent-grabbing. | am not going 
to detain the House at any length, but as 
an Irish Member [ protest against this 
war, and I shall vote against it because | 
believe it is an unjust and an unnecessary 
war, which is condemned by the vast 
majority of the Irish people. [I maintain 
that the Irish people at the present time 
are labouring under more constitutional 
disadvantages than the Uitlanders in the 
Transvaal, and I would like to ask Gen- 
tlemen opposite who are so much in 
favour of this war what they would have 
thought of America, or France, or 
Germany, if they commenced to interfere 
in our internal affairs. (Ministerial 
laughter.) Hon. Members may laugh, 
but believe me, England has not so many 
powerful allies that she can afford to go 
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to war at the present time on a small 
pretence. The majority of the great 
Powers of Europe are watching with a 
jealous eye how this war is going on, and 
if anything disastrous occurs it is very 
easy to conceive such complications as 
may not be so easily met as in the case 
of the Boers. The Boers are only a small 
handful of men, and why should the 
British Empire go to war with them? If 
the Boers were a powerful nation the 
British Empire would not have gone to 
war with them. Our sympathies are 


entirely with the Boers, and a great many 


Englishmen also sympathise with the 
Boers. I have been talking with a great 
many Englishmen in this country who 
tell me that war has been declared 
because we cannot help it. That is the 
way in which it has been engineered. As 
an Irish Member I protest against this 
unjust war, and I trust that God will 
defend the right. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : I hesitate 
to address the House in this debate, 
because I expect very few British 
Members will take part in it. I am 
happy to know that on this occasion, as 
on all similar occasions when this country 
is at war, party politics are forgotten, and 
Englishmen, whether they be Liberals or 
Radicals or Conservatives, stand shoulder 
to shoulder. The principal speakers in 
this debate have been Irish Members. 
No one objects to Irish Members ex- 
pressing their opinions in this House, but 
I think some surprise must be felt at the 
vigorous manner in which Roman Catholic 
Irishmen support the Boers. | think 
that is very magnanimous on their part, 
because Roman Catholies in the Transvaal 
have not a “show ” of any kind. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): 
What have they in Ireland ¢ 

CoLonEL SAUNDERSON: I. will 


leave the House to judge that. Ireland | 


sends 103 Members here, and they make 
a considerable “show.” I think the 
House listened with attention and amuse- 
ment, and perhaps some admiration, to 
the speech of the hon. Member for East 
Clare. He wound up an eloquent speech 
by saying that he was advocating the 
cause of peaceful farmers in South Africa. 
The House was perhaps astonished at 
that statement, but it would not have 
been if it knew the county Clare. The 
idea in the mind of the hon. Member of 
‘peaceful farmers” is naturally different 


Mr. Field, 
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‘from that in ordinary minds, because 
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at the present moment it happens that 


‘these peaceful farmers are bombarding 


Mafeking and probably Kimberley, have 
already invaded Natal, and may have 
killed a number of Her Majesty’s sub- 
jects. Why is it that hon. Gentlemen 
opposite take up the cause of the Boers-? 
They state very frankly that they hate 
Great Britain. They have been quite 
open on the point. They would like to 
see Great Britain overthrown—at all 
events, that is what they say in Ireland. 
But, although they desire the downfall of. 
Great Britain, they have an extremely 
great respect for the power of the British 
lion. They will not go for the British 
lion themselves, but they adopt the prin- 
ciple of patting on the back any one who, 
undertakes the task of tackling the British 
lion. Not very long agoa great favourite 
in Ireland was the Mahdi, and I remem- 
ber that the hon. Member for East Clare 
himself called for three cheers for the 
Mahdi. Why did Irishmen admire the 
Mahdi? I suppose they will not deny 
that he was a most detestable blood- 
thirsty ruffian, but he had one redeeming 
feature which obliterated all his failings— 
he went for Great Britain. We find now 
that the Boers occupy the place that the 
Mahdi occupied. Meetings have been held 
all over Ireland in support of the Boers,. 
and although the language used has been 
pretty strong, I really think the House 
and the country, and even the Boers 
themselves, should hear what their sup- 
porters have said. [ will give one quota- 
tion, and I think the House wi!! admit it 
is pretty stiff. The hon. Member for 
Kilkenny, who has taken the Oath of 
Allegiance, made the following — state- 
ment, which, I suppose, hy some ethical 
process he can reconcile to his con- 
science. 

“He hoped,” he said, “ that the soldiers in 
Irish reziments in the service of England would 
hefore they lined up against the Boers, remem- 
her that they were first of all Irishmen, and 
that, instead of fighting in favour of England, 
they would turn their arms in favour of the 
Boers.” 

Now what does that mean ? It means that 
the hon. Gentleman deliberately incited his 
countrymen in the service of the Queen not 
only to desert but to shoot their comrades. 
I should like co have heard the hon. 
Gentleman make such a speech in the 


. Transvaal with impunity, or in any other: 
civilised country except Ireland, where 
they say the liberty of the subject is so: 
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much interfered with. I think, however, 
that the speeches of hon. Gentlemen 
below the gangway opposite are from the 
outset absolutely discounted in this 
House. I think they will have no effect, 


.and ought to have no effect, either in this 


House or in the country, not because 
they are not eloquent, but because hon. 
Gentlemen opposite stand in the House 
of Commons and in Ireland as enemies of 
Great Britain. Therefore, I say that when 
they advocate any course in the House of 
Commons, the House of Commons, if true 
to the country, ought to take a dia- 
metrically opposite view. What they 
advise cannot be in favour of Great 
Britain: what they condemn is exactly 
the course we ought to follow. There- 
fore, I think that the specches of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, although they may 
probably give satisfaction to their con- 
stituents, will have no effect in the House 
of Commons. There is, however, one 
respect in’ which I regard the speeches 
which hon. Members have been making 
on the question of the Transvaal as 
important. I ask any Radical Mem-. 
ber of this House, if there is one, 
who still even pretends to believe in 
Home Rule, if we were not amply 
justified in taking the stand we did in 
opposing by every means in our power 
the placing of men in authority in Ireland 
who openly avow themselves enemies of 
this country. If there is that patriotism 
in the hearts of Radical Members for 
which I give them credit, those speeches 


and the action taken by hon. Gentle- | 


men opposite on this question, ought to 
kill Home Rule for ever. The country 
is‘ accused of going to war with the 
Transvaal for the meanest motives. 
Gentlemen opposite of course hold that | 
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, question, what has this country to gain in 


getting hold of the Transvaal? It is said 
that this country is going to take the 
Transvaal on account of its gold. Would 
the British taxpayer get the gold? 
Would the Members of the House of 
Commons be richer? Oh, yes, I beg 
pardon, hon. Gentlemen opposite got 
£10,000 from Mr. Cecil Rhodes. The 
hon. Member for East Mayo, in his 
torrent of declamation against Mr. 
Rhodes, forgot that £10,000, and he did 
not tell the House whether any of it 
went into his own pocket. 

Mr. DILLON: I did not forget the 
£10,000. It was'siven to Mr. Parnell to 
support the Home Rule cause, but it 
could not bribe the Irish Party. 

CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : Then I sup- 
pose it was returned, as it ought to have 
been. It is idle to have these accusations 
against this country. The taxpayers of this 
country or the Members of the House of 
Commons have not embarked on this war 
with any satisfaction. I venture to say 
that there is no hon. Member who does 
not look upon the war as a sad necessity, 
and I am conscious that we will be ac- 
quitted of deliberately entering upon this 
war with any idea of aggrandisement or 
enrichment. That is not our object. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Montrose said that the man in the 
street did not know why we were going 
to war, and hon. (rentlemen opposite have 
‘reiterated that statement. To my 
mind nothing is plainer to the man 
in the street than that the treatment 
of the Uitlanders in the Transvaal is a 
very material incident in the case. But 
that is not the reason why we are going 
We are going to war because we 
are determined that Queen Victoria and 


opinion, but I do not think Great Britain | yo President Kruger shall be supreme, 


is ever likely to go to them for a character. | 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: Where will she | 


| that that is the question. 


and any man who has visited South 
Africa, even for a week or ten days, knows 
I ventured to 


Cot. SAUNDERSON : She will go to | point out to the House on a previous 


‘the record of her past history. 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL (Donegal, S.): 


‘To Pigott. 


Cot. SAUNDERSON: It is very hard 
ierilla warfare. I may 


say also that I read with much pain a 


‘speech made by the right hon. Gentle- 


man the Member for Montrose, in which 
he spoke of this country as a country of 
pirates. Let me ask any man who 


occasion that in South Africa there exists 
|a@ great organisation, I might almost go 
| so far as to say a great conspiracy. It is 
jan organisation similar to that which 
| existed in Ireland, and, just as in Ireland, 
|it- derives its money from a foreign 
‘country. The Afrikander Bond gets its 
/money from the Transvaal, and why is it 
| given? In the rules of the Bond, which 
| Il have procured, it is clearly laid down 
‘that the object of the Bond is to create in 


thinks calmly for one moment on this South Africa a great Dutch power, in 
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which the English should have no share, free speech in my own constituency, in 
but I believe the majority of this country | which I was born, and in which my father 
is at one with the majority of this and mother are living, as the Uitlanders 
House when we say that Queen Victoria in the Transvaal? We are told that the 
shall he supreme in South Africa. My , Uitlanders do not get a fair trial, but in 
experience, so far as it goes, is that the county of Leitrim my constituents get 
there are thousands of Dutchmen in no trial at all. Let me point out to Her 
South Africa at present “sitting on the Majesty’s Minister who rules Ireland at 
rail,” and that they are ready to join the the present time, that there is in Siigo 
side which they think will be uppermost Gaol a member of my constituency, an 
in the end. If they find out that this Irish Uitlander, imprisoned after two 
country really means to make an end, as_ trials, not because any charge was formu- 
I believe it does, then the Dutch in the lated against him, but because he was 
greater part of Cape Colony and Natal! a member of a legal organisation, the 
will become loyal subjects of the Queen. United Irish League. You demand’ 
I regret the necessity for this war. I a fair trial for the Uitlanders in the 
regret that we are fighting at the present Transvaal ; I demand a fair trial for my 
moment with a brave, a determined, and | constitutents at home in Ireland. 
above all a Protestant people. As to| *\fpR SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
the necessity for the war, history will hon. Member is not entitled on this 
record that it was forced upon us, | question to go into particular grievances. 
and when we read the Blue Books, I) jy Treland. 
venture to affirm that no Government in | = ; 
the history of our country has ever shown Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH: I was trying to- 
more patience in trying to avert war, Point out the fallacies and hypocrisy of 
What was the point on which the split the speakers me the other side of the 
occurred? It was not a question of | House, and I was going to show that if 
franchise qualification. The split took | they aes honest and sincere in their 
demands for a fair trial for the Uitlanders 


place on the word “suzerainty.” That is ° ag “er crear genoa dhen 1 
the foundation of the whole trouble in| in the Lransvaal, they should extend to 


South Africa. The Dutch will not have | the people I represent a fair trial, which 
it, and we are determined that it shall |W being denied to them, and whose 
exist. That is the position which the | liberties have been taken away by two 
(Jovernment have taken up, and, whatever | Partisan Judges. 
hon. Gentlemen opposite may say, and, *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
however they may sneer and misrepresent hon. Member must know that he is not 
the motives that have caused the Govern-| in order in speaking~in this manner of 
ment to take this action, the British people | the Judges in Ireland. 
will record their approval of a policy which; MR. P. A. M‘HUGH: Well, whose: 
will give freedom and justice and pros- | liberties have been taken away by the 
perity to the whole of South Africa. ‘promoted supporters of Her Majesty’s 
Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH (Leitrim, N.): | Government. 
I have one or two words to say in support) *)\{R. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member: 
of the Amendment of the hon. Member persists in this line of argument, I shall 
for East Mayo. In my judgment, and have to name him to the House. 


that of my constituents, this war is a/| Mr. T. M. HEALY: If the Transvaal 


most iniquitous enterprise, and it appears . “i ; ond 
4 wesady Ppears | is under British suzerainty, is it in order’ 


to me that there is a great deal of hypo- | : 
crisy in the speeches “aiiveed by ‘ta | to attack the Judges in the Transvaal ' 
Gentlemen opposite in support of it. It} Mr. P. A.M*HUGH: I do not wish 
has heen said that the Uitlanders are | to detain the House, but I might use the 
denied the right of free speech. On the|same arguments in regard to other 
17th of last month the right hon. Gentle-| questions. We have not equality in 
man the Chief Secretary for Ireland, who | Ireland in regard to education ; we have 
is now demanding the right of free speech | not a Catholic university. Then in regard 


for the Uitlanders, denied the right of ‘to over-taxation our case in Ireland is 


free speech to me in my own constituencys | much harder than that of the Uitlanders: 

and sent down two hundred of his police | in the Transvaal. Ido not know much 

to baton my constituents. I would like | about Blue Books in connection with this 

to know if we have not as much right to | question, but Ido know that to my con- 
Colonel Saunderson. 
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stituents, as to myself, this war is an | 
absolutely iniquitous enterprise. 


is no use, however, in 


the House of Commons about iniquity, | 


or morality, or humanity. 


get it. 
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| *Mr. SPEAKER: The question of the 
There | overtaxation of Ireland cannot arise on. 


will. 


Then I 


The British) not discuss it ; but I will say, as an 
lion is roaring for his prey, and he must | Irish representative, that I object to pay 


There is another point of view a penny towards a war to which I am 


from which this question might be dis-| opposed on grounds of public morality. 
cussed by the Irish representative, namely, | I say it is a scandal greater than any that 
that of £s.d. A huge sum will be asked has existed in the Transvaal; and I 
for, for the purpose of proceeding with this | object to the people in my constituency 
war, and Ireland will be called upon to, being compelled to contribute to an 


pay, not her share, but much more than enterprise the cost of 
It has been shewn clearly, stagger humanity. 
Question put. 
House 


her share. 


beyond the power of contradiction of any | 
Member of this House, that Ireland is | 


The 


which would. 


divided :—Ayes, 54 


overtaxed to the extent of three millions. | Noes, 322—(Division List, No. 2). 
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| Mellor, Rt. Hn. J.W. (Yorks.) | 


Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. J. 


Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Montagu, Sirs. (Whitechapel) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 


n. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, William (traham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hn. Sir H. Stafford 


Oldroyd, Mark 


Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Parkes, Ebeérrezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Penn, John 

Philipps, John Wynford 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,R.(Lanes., Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
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Purvis, Robert 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep'l) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 
Savory, Sir Joseph ; 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christehureh) 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf. Univ. ) 
Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Ure, Alexander 
Valentia, Viscount 
Ward, Hn. Robert A ( Crewe) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. J. Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
sea, Robert Armstrong 
Young ,Commander(Berks,E.) 


| Younger, William 








Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 





Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Main Question again proposed : Debate arising ; 
And, it being after midnight, the Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES-- 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


House adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


Returns, Reports, Le. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


7, 8 f . a G 
Wednesday, 18th October 1899. FINE OR IMPRISONMENT (SCOTLAND 


AND IRELAND) ACT, 1899 (RULES). 
Paper [presented 17th October] to be 
printed. [No. 4.] 


MILITIA. 
Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 


SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY PALA- 
chester, E.), at the Bar, acquainted TINE OF LANCASTER). 


the House that he had a Message from) Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Her Majesty to this House, signed by County Council of the County Palatine 
Her Majesty’s own hand, and he pre-/ of Lancaster, altering certain Polling 
sented the same to the House; and it] Districts in the Parliamentary Division 
was read by Mr. Speaker (all the Mem-| of Westhoughton [by Act]; to lie upon 


bers of the House being uncovered), and | the Table. 


it is as followeth :— 


“Victoria R. 


“The state of affairs in South Africa, | 
having constituted in the opinion of Her 
Majesty a case of great emergency within 
the meaning of the Act of Parliament, 
Her Majesty deems it proper to provide 
additional means for the Military Service, 
and therefore has thought it right to com- 
municate to the House of Commons that 
Her Majesty is by Proclamation about to 
order the embodiment of Militia, and to 
call out Her Militia Reserve Force, or 
such part thereof as Her Majesty shall 
think necessary, for Permanent Service. 

“October 1899.” 


Ordered, That Her Majesty’s Most 
Gracious Message be taken into considera- | 


tion to-morrow. 





NEW WRIT. 

For the Borough of Tower Hamlets | 
(Bow and Bromley Division), in the room | 
of the Hon. Lionel Raleigh Holland | 
(Manor of Northstead)—(Sir William 
Walrond.) 


PETITIONS. 
BOROUGH FUNDS ACT, 1872. 
Petition from Kettering, for alteration | 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES). 
Petitions in favour, from Bristol, Llan- | 
winion, and Leyton; to lie upon the. 


Table. 


VOL. LXXVII. 


[FourTH SERIEs.] 


POLLING DISTRICTS (WEST HAM). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Council of the County Borough of West 
Ham, dividing the Borough into Muni- 
cipal and Parliamentary Polling Districts 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
DISTRICTS (HERTFORD- 

SHIRE). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of Hertfordshire, dividing 
the Eastern or Hertford Parliamentary 
Division into convenient Polling Districts 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


POLLING 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 

Copies presented, of Minutes sanction- 
ing the subjects to be taught under 
Clause 8 of the Act, for the following 
Counties, &e. :— 


County of Berkshire (Third 
Minute), dated 27th July, 1899 ; 
County Borough of Portsmouth 
(Fifth Minute), dated 16th August, 

1899 ; 

County of the Soke of Peterborough 
(Seventh Minute), dated 5th Sep- 
tember, 1899 ; 

County Borough of Oldham (Sixth 
Minute), dated 5th September, 


1899 ; 

County of Glamorgan  (EKighth 
Minute), dated 5th September, 
1899 ; 


City and County Borough of Bir- 
mingham (Fifth Minute), dated 
27th September, 1899 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
F 





Business of 

SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

Copies presented,—of Treasury Minutes 
declaring that the under-mentioned _per- 
sons were appointed to the offices set 
against their names without a Civil Ser- 
vice Certificate through inadvertence on 
the part of the Heads of their Depart- 
ments, viz. :— 

Mr. R. D. Herring, Legation Con- 
stable, Pekin, Consular Service 
dated 5th August, 1899 ; 

Mr. Hanmer Lewis Dupuis, formerly 
Clerk, Tangier Mission, Foreign 
Office, dated 2nd September, 1899 ; 

Mary Byrne, Sub-Postmistress, Beau- 
maris, Post Office Department, 
dated 28th September, 1899 ; 


{hy Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1387. 
Copy presented,—of Treasury Minute, 


dated 20th September, 1899, granting a | 
retired allowance to Mr. Charles Lewis | 


James, Assistant Clerk in the Local 
Government Board, under Section 2 of 
the Act [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS.—RIGHTS OF PRIVATE 
MEMBERS 
SWIFT MacNEILL 


Mr. ( Donegal, 


5.) : I desire to call attention to a matter | 
which I think is of urgent importance to | 


the rights of private Members. 
the notices of motion which stood on the 
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| eliminated by a clerk at the Table I de- 
sire to know under what circumstances a 


| private Member is to be treated in that 
| way. 
| 


| *Mr. SPEAKER: I have only just 
‘learned from the statement of the hon. 
| Member of the existence of this question 
| or that there was any further paragraph 
}toit. If there has been any paragraph 
| omitted it has been done either because it 
| was thought by the clerk irregular or per 
‘incuriam. I am quite sure that if the para- 
| graph was omitted by the clerk on the 
| ground of irregularity it is by mistake 
| that the clerk has not communicated with 
| the hon. Member himself. It has always 
| been the practice to do so, where possible, 
|and if the clerk has not done it on this 
| occasion it is an oversight. I will make 
| Inquiries, 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) : I desire 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
| whether by his reply to the right hon. 
| Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
| Dean, yesterday, he intended to convey 
that Members would, when the House re- 
_assembled next year, have the same 
| opportunity of discussing specific questions 
of policy and of taking the sense of the 
| House separately on those questions that 
‘they would have if the legislative pro- 
| gramme of the session were then set forth 
in a Speech from the Throne. 


Paper distributed to-day is one in my | 


name for to-morrow. Tt reads 


follows— 


“To ask the Secretary of State for the | 


Colonies whether any steps have been taken 
to fix the sum due to the South African Re- 
public in payment of the indemnity of the 
dameson raid which he expressed himself as 
willing to submit to arbitration.” 


With that question I put another clause, | 
which I deemed of importance but which | 
Table— | 


has been eliminated at the 


namely— 

“Whether the declaration of war releases 
the Chartered Company from their primary 
indemnity to pay the expenses of the Jameson 
raid.” 


What I wish to know is under what cir- 
cumstances it has been eliminated. If 
you, Sir, have eliminated it, I respectfully 
bow to your decision, but if it has been 


as | 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
| SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLFour, Manchester, 
|E.): What I intended to convey, and 
what I think I said, was that there would 
/not be a second Queen’s Speech, and that 
'I would follow out, as far as I could, the 
precedent started by Sir Stafford North- 
cote, and followed by Mr. Gladstone, 
which would give to hon. Members an 
opportunity of raising definite questions 
upon the programme of the Government. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
'for the Forest of Dean pointed out that 
probably the change made in the rules of 

the House subsequent to those precedents 

would necessitate some alteration. That 
‘is a matter into which I shall certainly 
| carefully look, with the only desire to see 
| that if any alteration is made it is not, at 
‘all events, in the direction of curtailing 
| the privileges of hon. Members. 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | departed from in the direction, I hope, of 


(Stirling Burghs): It would be irregular | 
'men ; that will be my desire. 


to have any discussion, but perhaps | 
may put my observations in the form of a 
question—namely, whether the right hon. 
Gentleman will bear in mind that it is an 
important part of the privileges of hon. 
Members when the Address is under dis- 
cusssion that they can not only call atten- 
tion to any subject to which they desire 


to call the attention of the House, but | 


that they may take the opinion of the 
House upon it ; and whether he can dis- 
cover any method by which on going into 
Committee of Supply or on any stage of 
that sort a similar privilege can possibly 
be given to Members of the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Where the 
ingenuity of Sir Stafford Northcote and 
Mr. Gladstone failed I have not any great 
hopes that | shall succeed, but the matter 
shall be carefully considered. 


Mr. LEWIS: As there seems to be 
some doubt as to what the procedure next 
year will be, I desire to ask now whether 
it will not be competent on the present 
Queen’s Speech for private Members to 
move such amendments as are generally 
moved on a Queen’s Speech at the com- 
mencement of a session. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No doubt it is in 
order to put down such amendments. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomery): The right hon. Gentleman said 
certain questions might be raised. Does 
that mean that no questions except those 
which touch upon the statement the 
right hon. Gentleman proposed to make 
could be discussed by the House ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I made no 
statement one way or the other; I simply 
referred the House to the precedents. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
K.): Are we to understand that when the 
House reassembles next year a sufficient 
length of time will be allowed to enable 
Members to raise all the issues they may 
consider important in the interest of their 
constituents ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose to | 
follow as nearly as possible the precedent | 
In so far as that | 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


set in 1878 and 1885. 
precedent is departed from it will be 


giving further liberty to hon. Gentle- 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I would like to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man, is it not a fact that if there be no 
second Queen’s Speech there is no pos- 
sible way of giving us the same facilities 
of moving Amendments and of dividing 
upon them ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I really do 
not think I can add anything to the 
answer I have given. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
GOVERNMENT BUSINESS. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I beg to move 
--“That during the autumn sittings no 
motions for leave to bring in Bills be 
given except by a Minister of the Crown, 
that on every day Govegnment business 
do have precedence, and at the conclusion 
thereof Mr. Speaker do adjourn the 
House without question put, and that 
the provisions of Standing Order No. 56 
be extended to all the days of the week.” 
I do not think that in any great part of 
the House there will be any objection to 
this motion, because even those who think 
it is most unjust that the Government 
should desire to curtail their liberty in 
discussing matters on the Address will 
not be affected by it. All the motion 
does is to say that when the Address is 
concluded the rest of the time that this 
autumn session may take up will be 
entirely devotcd to the business for which 
we are called together. That isa plan 
so obviously in accordance with common- 
sense and so calculated to meet the 
general convenience of the House that 
I trust it will pass without discussion or 
division. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That during the Autumn Sittings no 
motions for leave to bring in Bills be 
given except by a Minister of the Crown ; 
that on every day Government Business 


do have precedence, and at the conclusion 


thereof Mr. Speaker do adjourn the 
House without Question put; and that 
the provisions of Standing Order No. 56 
be extended to all the days of the week.” — 


F 2 
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Srr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | have of bringing forward their views and 


I presume that this motion, which is in 
itself a reasonable one, raises the general 


question of business, and that therefore | 


we can upon it ask from the Government 
some further light as to the reason for 
not regarding this as a separate session, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I would point out 
that in strictness this motion does not 
raise any question relating to the Address 
or to the mode of dealing with the 
Address, but perhaps it is the general 
wish of the House that some latitude 
should be allowed. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


of obtaining the judgment of the House 
upon them. What does the right hon. 
Gentleman gain by not making 
this a separate session in _ itself? 
Does he not solely avoid a second 
Queen’s Speech? If this had _ been 
a totus teres atque votundus — session 
in itself, there would have been no 
question with regard to voting 


the Address in reply to the Speech from 


To put it plainly, we should like to know | 


what the advantages are which the 
Government think they derive 
making this the commencement of the 
session of next year instead of having it 
a special session by itself. Is there any 
other advantage in that course than the 
advantage of avoiding a second Queen’s 
Speech ? And if that is the only advantage, 
how can the right hon. Gentleman say 
that, after all, we shall have all the privi- 
leges and opportunities that a second 
Queen’s Speech would give us? The right 
hon. Gentleman says that as far as possible 


from | 


he wili ob-erve precedent. I will take the | 


case of 1878. How different the whole posi- 
tion of the House in relation to its business 
is now from what it was then. Every- 
one knows now that the Address in reply 
to the Speech from the Throne is the 
main opportunity which independent 
Members of the House possess of bring- 
ing forward those subjects which they 
wish to have discussed, which they 
wish not only to advocate and to ex- 
patiate upon, but also to take the 
judgment of the House upon. 
that is a convenient system or not I need 
not inquire. 
is carried on to such extreme length that 
it is exceedingly inconvenient—that is 
quite possible—but it is the fact that the 
Address forms the main opportunity of 
bringing up subjects for discussion. The 
occasions upon which separate subjects 


| precedent 


Whether | 


It may be that sometimes it | 


the Throne, for we should then have had 
the ordinary opportunity of raising ques- 
tions in January or February next. I 
invite the right hon. Gentleman to explain 
with a little more precision the advantage 
to be obtained from the course he has 
adopted. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
from you, Sir, that there is a certain 
irregularity in this discussion, but that it 
would be to the convenience of the House 
to hear what the right hon. Gentleman 
has to say upon the question and what I 
have to urge in reply. The right hon. 
Gentleman appears to be under the im- 


|pression that I have got some dark 


scheme. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Not at all. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Some occult 
policy. The reasons which animated 
me in this matter are the ordinary 
motives by which I think every Leader 
of the House is animated—namely, a 
desire in parallel cases to follow 
unless there seems to be 
some new or exceptional circum: 
stance which makes precedent inapplic- 
able. That really is not the case now. 
There are two precedents as far as I 
know, and only two—the precedents of 
1878 and of 1885. If my memory serves 


‘me right, what took place in 1878 was 


| 
| 
| 


this. Parliament had to be summoned in 
the autumn to deal with the problem of the 
Afghan War, justas now we are met to deal 
with the problem of the South African 
war. There was then a Queen’s Speech sub- 


can be brought forward in Supply have | stantially confined to the issue which had 


been notoriously restricted. 


Iam rather | caused Parliament to be called together. 


a partisan of the restriction, therefore I | The sittings terminated with an adjourn- 


am not complaining of the process ; but | ment. 


The House met again in Feb- 


let us recognise that the process has | ruary, and there was a Ministerial state- 


taken place. This, therefore, is the 
great opportunity independent Members 


Upon that discussion arose and 
I think 


ment. 
at least one division took place. 
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there was one on the Amendment and one | tained many topics, and the debate upon 
on the main question. The course then | it lasted nine nights, and ranged over a 
adopted by the Government was criticised | Variety of subjects. Moreover, private 


neither by the Leader of the Opposition Bills were introduced, and business went 
bs on through October, November, and 
here or in the other House. So much 


7 B | December in the ordinary way. Now let 
for the precedent of 1878, which seems | ys go back to the precedent of 1878. It 


exactly on all fours with the present case. | is not correct that no adverse comment 
Then comes the precedent of 1885. The | was made on the action taken by the 
session of 1884 was terminated by ne PMR TES of _7 day. A pct 
adjournment, not prorogation. It met | ¥4° Mace Dy no less a person tan tne 
va in February 1885, when Mr. Glad- | ~-sperttesnggl alee Tia «ne seongs Mesmnen 
ve : , wage Hartington, who took the line of argu- 
stone made a short statement on the | ment adopted now by my right hon. 
business before the House, and I think on | friend the present Leader of the Oppo- 
some foreign affairs. I do not think there | sition. What will be the position of the 
was a division or a discussion. The right | general body of Members of the House 


Government 


hon. Gentleman says that since 1878 
there has been a great extension of the 
discussion on the Queen’s Speech. 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): But a great curtail- 
ment of other opportunities. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not sure | 


that the increase of facilities for discussion | 


on the Queen’s Speech is regarded with 


universal favour by those, to whatever | 


party they belong, who are interested in 
the progress of public business. 
sion on the Queen’s Speech is never, and 


never can be, a Division on the merits of | 
the question at issue, but it is a more or | 


turning a 


The general 


less successful device for 
Government out of office. 


course of the Government has not been | 


devised for curtailing the liberties of 
Members, but simply with a view to 


following out, in a new case, the prece- | 


dents previously set, first by one party 
and then by another, on similar occasions 
in the past. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.): 
The right hon, Gentleman bases his whole 
case on the two precedents of 1878 and 
1885. .May I be permitted to point out 
that they have no bearing on the present 
case? In 1885 Mr. Gladstone expressly 
disclaimed that what was done in 1878 
was any precedent for what was done in 


1885, because the two cases were entirely | 


different. What was done in the autumn 
of 1884 is no precedent for the resolution 
before the House, because the Speech con- 


A Divi- | 


in February next, when the session is 
‘resumed? I have never moved an 
Amendment to the Address, and I do 
‘not suppose I ever shall, but it is a 
valuable privilege. Suppose, during the 
three months we adjourn, the war goes on 
| —and there is no doubt that it is a subject 
of great interest ‘throughout the whole 
| country—or suppose other subjects of 
national interest turn up, what oppor- 
‘tunities will hon. Members have of calling 
attention to them? There is the vote of 
/censure, the adjournment of the House, 
and there are the Foreign and Colonial 
| Office Votes. The Leader of the House 
would decline to recognise a vote of 
‘censure unless moved by the Leader of 
the Opposition. With regard to the 
| Foreign and Colonial Office Votes, it is 
' within the common knowledge of the 
| House that the First Lord of the Treasury 
'—no doubt to the general convenience of 
Members—fixes the time the Votes should 
i be taken, and the amount of time to be 
‘devoted to the discussion of them. 
Again, a motion for adjournment, though 
open to all Members, is an awkward way 
|of raising a discussion, and, it never pro- 
| duces a very satisfactory debate. So that, 
| practically, we lose all opportunity of fairly 
| criticising any specific matter arising out 
'of the policy of the Government at home 
or abroad during the next three months. 
I say that that is a most unfair position 
'to put the House of Commons in. The 
first three days of the session are broken 
'days, and I would suggest that the 
Leader of the House should assign the 
| first three days of next session for the 
general discussion of public affairs ; or 
‘why should not the House be pro- 
‘'rogued in the ordinary way, and a new 
| session begun in February ? The expendi- 
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ture of time would be some three or four 
days, and the gain in convenience would 
be great. 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: I do 
not rise to press the right hon. Gentle- 
man for an answer now : he has very fairly 
stated that he is willing to consider the 
matter. This is a very serious question 
in regard to the privileges of the House, 
and I am quite sure, from the language 
and conduct of the right hon. Gentleman, 
that he would never desire to use the 
power of a majority to impair the rights 
of the minority. The question of the 
Queen’s Speech is a very serious question : 
the Speech is a very ancient and funda- 
mental part of the constitution of Parlia- 
ment. When the Queen calls Parliament 
together she states in the opening of an 
ordinary session the objects with which 
Parliament is assembled. Now in this 
what I may call interim session, of which 
nobody complains, one subject, the war 
now proceeding, is stated as the object of 
calling Parliament together, and the Queen 
may never state the general objects of 
the session of Parliament. It is part of 
the accepted conditions of a Queen’s 
Speech that, generally speaking, it shall 
state to the House of Commons what are 
to be the principal subjects the House 
is to have under discussion. The right 
hon. Gentleman has said that Amend- 
ments to the Address in reply to the 
Queen’s Speech are not important- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not say 
they were unimportant. I said that a 
division on an Amendment could not be 
taken as a decision on the question 
specifically raised by the Amendment. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: In a 
sense no doubt that is so ; an Amendment 
to the Address being adopted has the 
effect of throwing out the Government. 
But Amendments to the Address are used 
for the purpose of bringing subjects under 
Parliamentary discussion, subjects that 
would not otherwise come under con- 
sideration, and in reference to many sub- 


jects it may legitimately be said that the , 


debate on the Address is the birthplace 
of measures ultimately carried through 
Parliament. Now, Sir, there are special 
reasons why the House should not be 
deprived of that power of discussion. In 
the next session the war may still be 
going on, and very serious matters may 


Mr. Buchanan. 
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| arise in relation to foreign affairs, such as 
‘are often, in fact, usually, made the sub- 
ject of discussion on the Address. There- 
fore it seems to me, so far from this being 
a condition of things whieh should 
diminish the right of discussion, circum- 
stances may arise making it specially 
important that at the beginning of next 
year the House should have free and full 
opportunity of discussion, and, if neces- 
sary, of division. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has referred to two precedents, but 
that of 1885 is directly contrary to that 
of 1878, and on consideration I think he 
will see the precedent of 1885 is rather 
against than in favour of the proceedure he 
now proposes. As regards 1878, which I 
_remember perfectly well, the impression 
on my mind is that the procedure 
adopted at the suggestion of Sir Staf- 
ford Northcote was not satisfactory. I 
ventured to interrupt the right hon. 
Gentleman just now with the remark 
that since 1885 opportunities for 
Members to raise discussions had been 
reduced, and that is my impression. | 
have myself, perhaps, been a guilty party 
in taking more and more time from 
private Members, and the demand of 
Governments for more time is made at 
earlier periods than formerly, and thus 
/many opportunities that would otherwise 
arise for raising discussion are excluded. 
I would like the right hon. Gentleman 
to reconsider what appears to be his pre- 
sent view of the matter. I do not see 
what advantage would be gained by 
having an adjournment instead of a pro- 
rogation. In all these precedents the ad- 
journment has been for a comparatively 
short period. In 1878 the debates upon 
the subject of the special session ended 
just before Christmas, and the adjourn- 
iment was to February. That is what 
may be called an adjournment of the 
House, but an adjournment from October 
to February can hardly be called an ad- 
journment ; it does not come within the 
meaning of the term. If you drop into 
the habit of adjourning for four or five 
months, why not adjourn for six, seven, 
eight months ? Of course that is putting 
;an extreme case. We ought to be very 
careful to prevent the establishment of 
what I call an unconstitutional precedent. 
An adjournment should cover a short 
‘and not a long period. It was a short 
period in 1878, from just before Christ- 
‘mas until early in February. So, in 
| 1884, the special sitting went on until 
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nearly Christmas, and Parliament met | 
again in February. That may fairly be | 
called an adjournment, but from | 
October to February is an abuse of | 
the term adjournment. Therefore I can- | 
not see that we are asking the Government | 
to place themselves or the House in any | 
position of disadvantage or inconvenience | 
in asking for a prorogation instead of an | 
adjournment. It seems to me the natural | 
and legitimate way to proceed. To take | 
the other course would be unusual and, I 
think, not in conformity with the prece- 
dents referred to; it would deprive the 
minority of the House of opportunities 
which are of great value and might be of 
special value at the meeting of the House 
in February. I would therefore ask the 


right hon. Gentleman not to announce his | 
| of last session. 


final decision now, and I hope he may see 
his way to terminate this present session 
with a prorogation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I must ask 
the House to bear with me for a third 
time. I have listened with great atten- 
tion to the appeals made from various 
quarters of the House, made, I am bound 


to say, with great moderation, and in a | 


tone of which I have no reason to com- 
plain. The right hon. Gentleman who 
has just sat down, and I think the Leader 
of the Opposition, would desire to see the 
session terminated as soon as we have 
finished the business for which we are 
called together, and a new session com- 
menced next year; and that desire was 


also expressed by the hon. Member for | dr 
jadequately meets the present position, 
ibut it may be that in February new 


East Aberdeenshire, who suggested or 
asked me to consider another plan, by 
which any discussion thought desirable | 
should not be confined to one night but | 
should be given an extended duration. I | 
will look into the matter, and will only 
now say that the last thing we on this 
bench desire, and everybody on this side 
desires, is to curtail the privileges of the | 
House or the full liberty of discussion con- | 
stitutionally enjoyed by Members. We are | 
quite aware that under the happy institu- | 
tions under which we live we find our- | 
selves sometimes in a majority, sometimes 
in a minority, and none of us if so minded, 
if sufficiently unprincipled as to de- 
sire for particular ends to curtail the 
liberties of Members, are so foolish 
as to take action the result of 
which might recoil upon ourselves. The 
House will perhaps allow me to think the 
matter over and consider the various cir- 


| 
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cumstances of the case. I still think—I 
will not argue it again—that the weight 
of precedent is in favour of the course I 
suggested, but the whole matter shall 
have impartial consideration, and I hope 
on Thursday, if asked a question, to state 
our decision. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 


Forest of Dean): There are two questions 
I desire to ask. One is whether Supple- 


| mentary Estimates other than those con- 


nected with South Africa will be taken 
during the session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: The other 
question is one which arose in the course 
With regard to Orders 


‘required to be laid on the Table of the 
House, wil! facilities be given for discus- 
sion in the event of a motion in reference 
thereto being thought necessary ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps the 
right hon. Gentleman will communicate 
with me privately. I am very anxious 
that the rule as to Orders being on the 
Table for forty days should remain a 
reality and not become a farce. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): I aiu extremely gratified that Her 
Majesty's Government have not finaliy 
committed themselves to an adjournment 
The rule of Parliament 
allowing Amendments to the Address 


emergencies may arise justifying other 
Amendments to the Address. We are 
now engaged in a sad and serious enter- 


| prise of great moment, and when Parlia- 


ment meets again in February events of 
great gravity may require Parliamentary 
discussion through the medium of 
the reply to the Queen’s Speech. 
These things should weigh very strongly 
with the right hon. Gentleman in recon- 
sidering the matter as to whether the 
method of prorogation should not be 
adopted rather than that of adjournment. 
There is another consideration which has 
been suggested to me by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Piymouth ; 
that is whether, in the case of a mere 
adjournment to a definite date, if any 
emergency should arise rendering the 
calling together of Parliament again 
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necessary, you would have any method 
of doing so. I very much question 
whether you would have any power of 
calling Parliament together to consider 
that emergency. I hold that, on the 
whole, the preferable way will be to 
prorogue instead of to adjourn, to give 


us a second Queen’s Speech, and a second | 


opportunity for hon. Members opposite 
to put down Amendments to the Address 
with regard to matters which may have 
then arisen. I would now refer to the 
Resolution before the House. 
is more convinced than I am of the neces- 
sity of maintaining the rights of private 
Members ; nobody is more convinced 
than I am that those rights are taken 
away with increasing frequency and in- 
creasing severity ; and 1 must say that 
when the right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the House tells us that the oppor- 
tunities for discussing the Estimates 
have increased I am somewhat startled, 
because I remember that something 
like 50 out of a total of 150 Votes 


were closured automatically, without any | 


discussion whatever upon them, during 
the last days of the session recently con- 
eluded. But strongly as I feel about the 
rights of private Members, I do as 


strongly feel upon this occasion that Her 
Majesty’s Government have a most com- 
plete and unanswerable case for asking to 
be given the whole of the time of the 
House during this special session. There- 
fore I shall have no hesitation in voting 


for the motion. But there is one point 
to which I should like to call the right hon. 
Gentleman’s attention. He proposes that 
Standing Order 56 should apply to every 
sitting of the House—that is that you, Sir, 
should leave the chair, whenever Supply 
is to be taken, without question put. In 
an ordinary session that is saved by the 
clause that on the first day of Supply, on 
the Votes for the Army, Navy, or Civil 
Service, an Amendment may be moved 
on your leaving the chair, in order that 
grievances may be brought forward 
referring to either of the classes of Esti- 
mates intended to be considered. That 
is a vindication of the ancient and most 
important rule of Parliament, that 
grievances should precede Supply. But 
if no such Amendinent is to be allowed 
upon this occasion we should have 
Supply before grievances—Supply first, 
and grievances afterwards, or not at 
all. I understand that the method 


by which Her Majesty’s Government 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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Nobody , 
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propose to proceed is by that of 
Supplementary Estimates. Upon Supple- 
mentary Estimates there is no first leaving 
the chair, because you are supposed to 

_have left the chair when the original 
| Estimate was raised, of which these 
Supplementary Estimates are the corol- 
laries. But, in this instance, the Supple- 
mentary Estimates arise from serious 
questions of policy ; it is not an addition 
to the Army which we ask for in the 
ordinary way ; it is an addition to the 
Army from a new state of things, a new 
war, an entirely novel enterprise. There- 
fore, what I would submit is that prac- 
tically the House will be deprived, first of 

all, of its general power of making griev- 

ances precede Supply, and then I am not 

/quite sure that the House will not be 
precluded, when Members come to consider 
the Supplementary Estimates, from criti- 
cising the policy out of which those 
Supplementary Estimates arise. —Dis- 
cussion on Supplementary Estimates is 

strictly confined to the Estimate itself, 

and usually questions of policy are ex- 
cluded. I believe, however, it is the rule 
that although in the ordinary course of 
events Supplementary -Estimates do not 
give rise to any right to discuss the 

_ policy on which the original Estimates are 
founded, nevertheless, if those Supple- 
mentary Estimates are such as to involve 
a new departure in policy, that policy 
may be discussed. The question here 
will be as to which of those two rules the 
Supplementary Estimates comeunder. My 
own opinion is that these Supplementary 
Estimates do disclose and are founded 
upon a new policy which has not been 
previously submitted to the House, and 
consequently that it will be proper that 
the House should be allowed to discuss 
that policy. If that be not so, then under 
the proposal of the right hon. Gentleman 
the House will be deprived of its ancient 
right to make grievances precede Supply. 


Business. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman would kindly 
permit me to suggest this for his con- 
sideration. The right hon. Gentleman is, 
| of course, perfectly aware that when the 
House stands adjourned it stands 
adjourned on the action of the House 
itself. Adjournment is absolutely dis- 
tinct from prorogation, The latter is 
‘the act of the Crown applying to 
both Houses, while adjournment is the 
act of the House itself and applying to 
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that House alone. If this House ten 
days hence stood adjourned till the 13th 
or 14th February I believe that no power, 
not even that of the Crown, could be 
legally exercised to call Parliament 
together before that day. Even in regard 
to prorogation to a definite time by the 
act of the Crown, it was not possible for 
the Crown to summon Parliament in the 
interval until some early statutes were 
discovered by which the difficulty was 
surmounted. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): Might I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman to finish his 
motion at the word “precedence ”; that 
would only compel him to move the 
adjournment of the House. No one can 
assert that the asking of a question on the 
motion for the adjournment of the House 
has ever been used for the purposes of 
obstruction. It cannot be brought 
forward for that reason. On the other 
hand, if the motion is passed in the form 
proposed the House will be prevented 
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having control over the large and 
increasing number of Orders which have 
to lie on the Table of the House for a 
number of days. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has admitted that some modification 
is required, and he has told the right hon. 
Baronet that he will consider some method 
by which these Orders can be considered 
by the House. Under these circumstances, 
unless the right hon. Gentleman can give 
satisfactory reasons, I beg to move the 
elision of the words after “ precedence.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words from the word 
‘precedence’ to the end of the Question.”— 
(Dr. Clark.) 


Question, “ That the words proposed to 
be left out stand part of the Question,” 
put, and agreed to. 

Main Question put. 


The divided :— Ayes, 279; 
Noes, 48. 


House 


(Division List, No. 3.) 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. | 
Aird, John 

Allen, William (Gateshead) 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, J. E. B. (Inverness) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. (Man) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, RtHnA HSmith-( Hunts 
Barry,SirFrancis T. (Windsor) 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, W. W. Bramston (Hants 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Billson, Alfred 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 


AYES. 


Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C.W. (Derbysh. 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke, Sir Edw. (Plymouth) 
Cochrane,Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
| Colston, Chas. Ed. H. Athole 
Colville, John 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 


Cotton-Jodrell, Col. Edw.T.D. | 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crnddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

| Curzon, Viscount 

| Dalkeith, Earl of 

| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 

| Denny, Colone 

| Dewar, Arthur 

| Doughty. George 

| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 

| Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 

| Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 

| Duckworth, James 

| Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 

| Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 

| Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 

| Ellis, John Rivard 

| Emmott, Alfred 4 


| Fardell, Sir T. George 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery. Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, W. Johnson 
Garfit, William 


| Gedge, Sydney 


Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbt. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo.’s 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, Walford D. Wednesbury 
Gretton, John 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
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Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, James 

Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hermon- wy R. Trotter | 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Sir E bier. Stock (Bristol) 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstd. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hozier,Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, (ieorge Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jessel, Captain Herbert M. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, ktHn SirU 
Keny on, James 

Kenyon- Slaney, Col. William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kiteon, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 
Lambert,George 

Lawrence, SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liv erpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir Thomas( Londonderry) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Acerington) 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans’a | 
Lockwool, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,.Col. CharlesW.(Evesham | 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter (L’pool) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, RtHnJW(Cumb'I’nd 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 


Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Birrell, Augustine 

Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Cawley, Frederick 
Commins, Andrew 

argh Daniel 

Daly, James 

Davitt, Michael 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, € aptain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Field, William (Dublin) 
Gibney, James 

Gilhooly, James 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) | 


| Labouchere, Henry 


| Logan, John William 
| Lough, Thomas 
| Macaleese, Daniel 


| MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| M‘Ghee, Richard 
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Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Calmont, H. L. B. (Cambs. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Iver, Sir L(Edinburgh, W. My 
| M‘Kenna, = 
M‘Killop, James 

Maddison, Fred. 

Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. J. W.( Yorks. , 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy | 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 
Morre i, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 


| Newdigate, Francis Alexander | 
| Vineent,Col. Sir C. E. Howard 


Nicholson, William Graham 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Northcote, Hon SirH. St: afford | 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 

Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert ‘Torrens | 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paclton, James Mellor 

Pease, Herbert T.(Darlington) 

Penn, John 

Pilkington, R. (Lanes, Newton 

oeeg oe SirG. A(Lanes,SW) | 
-latt- Higgs eins, Frederick 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

Pryce- Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 


| Purvis, Robert 


Pym, C. Guy 
Quilter, Sir cuthbert 
tandell, David 
Rankin, Sir James 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, J. (Durham,S. E.) | 
Rich: ardson.SirT hos.( Hartlep’] | 
found, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenh’m) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) | 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert | 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 


NOES. 


| Healy, Timothy M.(N. Louth) 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 


Jordan, Jeremiah 


Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 


MacDonnell,Dr. M. A.(Q’n’s C. 


M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) | 

| Pickard, Benjamin | 
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Scott, Sir S. (Marleybone, W.) 
asd Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William (Derbys. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, C apt. J. (Forfarshire 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Spencer, Ernest 


Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 


| Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 


Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Strachey, Edward 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Usborne, Thomas 

Valentia, Viscount 


Wallace, Robert 
W. anklyn, James LeSlie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 


| Webster, Sir Richard E. 


Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 


| Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
W hiteley, H.(: Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, J. Powell-(Birm.) 
Ww illoughby de Eresby, Lord 


| Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 


W ilson, John (Durham, eH 
Wilson, J.W. AW orcestersh.,N 


| Wilson-Todd,Wm.H. (Yorks.) 
| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 


Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodall, William 


| Woodhouse,SirJ T(Huddersf'd 


Woods, § Samuel 

W rightson, Thomas 

W yndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke d’Arcy 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


| Pirie, Duncan V. 


Pr iestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 


| Redmond, William (Clare) 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighsh) 


| Steadman, William Charles 


Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tuite, James 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Young, —— (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, . James Henry 
TELLERS for the NOES— 
Mr. Thomas Bayley and Dr. 
Clark. 
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the Queen’s Speech. 182 


Ordered, That during the Autumn | party took the occasion of the Queen’s 


Sittings no Motions for leave to bring in | 


Speech, as we are taking it now, for the 


Bills be given except by a Minister of the purpose of raising a distinct issue upon 
Crown ; that on every day Government that war. An Amendment was moved 
business do have precedence, and at the | in their name by a very respected 


conclusion thereof Mr. Speaker do adjourn 


Member of this House, Mr. Whitbread, and 


the House without Question put ; and that | it received the almost unanimous support 


the provisions of Standing Order No. 56 
be extended to all the days of the week. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


[SeconD Day’s DEBATE. } 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [17th October], 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to Her Majesty, as followeth :— 


“‘ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful 
and loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 


leave to offer our humble thanks to Your | 


Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.” — (Captain Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood.) 


Main Question again proposed. 


*Mr. STANHOPE (Burnley): In the 


debate which took piace yesterday on the | 


Amendment of my hon. friend the Member 
for East Mayo, a distinct issue was raised. 
He had my entire sympathy in the pro- 
posal he made for the submission of our 
difficulties with the Transvaal Republic 
to arbitration. 
aspect of the case which seems to me to re- 
quire very special treatment, and that is 
the serious examination of the conduct of 


the negotiations by the Colonial Office, | 


and the general course of events in con- 
nection with those negotiations which 


have led to our present hostilities with the | 
South African Republic. There is a cer- | 


tain class of politicians who say that this 
country being at war it is undesirable to 
raise questions of this character. In the 
first place I may venture to point out that 
there are numerous precedents for rais- 
ing issues of this description after war 
had actually commenced. The last one 
I think was in 1878, when upon the out- 
break of the Afghan War the Liberal 


But there is another | 


of the Liberal Party. It is true there is 
‘some distinction between the Afghan 
War and that in which we are now en- 
gaged. It is true that we began the 
Afghan War, and that in this case 
hostilities have been commenced by the 
invasion of British Colonies by the forces 
of the Transvaal. I am quite willing to 
admit the difference, but all the same I 
say that, while we must all be willing 
under the circumstances of ‘the case to 
| grant those supplies which are necessary 
for the defence of our Colonies, our 
mouths must not be closed upon the 
negotiations which have led up to this 
‘disastrous position, and resulted in a 
state of warfare between ourselves and 
the Governments of the Transvaal and 
| the Orange Free State. Perhaps it may 
be convenient, in order to trace this 
matter to its source, that I should refer, 
| first of all, to the year 1886, when the 
discovery of the goldfields imported an 
entirely new element into the affairs of 
the Transvaal and produced that combi- 
nation of circumstances which have led to 
our present position. But although a 
very nondescript and not altogether 
British community was established at 
Johannesburg, I, for one, entirely ac- 
quiesce in the view that those Uitlanders, 
particularly those of British extraction, 
have a claim to our protection and our 
assistance ; they have a claim to be sup- 
ported in their desire for greater political 
rights than they at present possess in the 
Transvaal. The only point, and that is 
| the grave point which I am to raise, is 
that, admitting, if you like, that those 
political rights ought to have been gained 
for them, we have gone the wrong way 
to work to obtain them, and that in any 
case we ought never to have found our- 
selves in the position of warfare 
|in which we find ourselves to - day. 
In 1892 this question was first raised by 
| the representatives of Her Majesty’s 
/Government, and in 1894 the then 
| Colonial Secretary made a suggestion to 
| Lord Loch with respect to the franchise, 
| which was not received, it is true, with 
‘favour by the Government of the Trans- 
vaal, 


Second Day. 
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Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): It was not absolutely 
presented to President Kruger. 


*Mr. STANHOPE: But the demand 


was suggested on behalf of the Colonial 


Office, and there is no question that, at | 
that time, the position of the parties in | 
the Transvaal was extremely favourable | 


to the gradual acceptance of Liberal 
ideas in the Republic, for President 


Kruger did not then enjoy the uncon- | 
tested supremacy which recent events have | 
given him. His position was attacked by | 


various elements in the Transvaal, and 


nobody who has studied the history of | 


this question doubted: that if only 


patience, and, above all, if abstention | 


from illegal acts had been maintained, we 


should have obtained those concessions | 


for the Uitlander population which we 


desired, and rightly desired, and none | 


of these difficulties would have arisen. 
In 1895 there was a change of 
Government, and the Unionist party 
came into power. They found them- 
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‘this matter presented a Report, and some 
| of its conclusions gave satisfaction to the 
universal sentiment; but still, in my 
| judgment, that Committee did not fulfil 
entirely either their task or the expecta- 
tions which had been formed from the 
position occupied by the members of that 
Committee. At the end of the Session 
of 1897 I had thrown upon me the duty 
of making a motion in this House with 
| regard to the Report of the South African 
Committee desiring that we should have 
more light, that they should produce 
more Papers, and that we should go 
really into the whole of these transac- 
tions, and clear the British name and 
credit from the motives which had been 
put upon these acts. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary spoke 
late in the debate. I had asked him, in 
the course of my remarks, to he good 
enough to produce a certain letter—a 
letter addressed by him to Mr. Hawkes- 
\ley, and conveying certain telegrams 
which were never published, but which 
| it was very desirable should be published 





selves in a position of very great diffi- | at the moment, and I asked him whether 
culty, for they had to provide not only | there was any objection to that letter, 
for their ordinary friends, but also for| and the one to which it was a reply, 


the friends of the accommodating gentle- 
man from Birmingham. The gentleman 
from Birmingham had to be given an 
office in which his talents—which every- 
body will recognise—would have full dis- 
play ; but, at the same time, it was hoped 
that he would not interfere too much 
with the ordinary course of Conservative 


legislation. They thought if he had a) 


little preserve of his own in the Colonies 
he would enjoy himself there, and would 
not be able to find time to inconvenience 
the Conservative Party in their general 
course of legislation. For a time all went 
well with the Unionist party and with 
the Minister for the Colonies, who showed 
enormous activity, and this was not con- 
tested by his colleagues, who were glad to 


feel that the Colonial Secretary had enough | 


to do in his own Department, and con- 
sequently could not interfere with theirs. 
But a moment arrived which disturbed 
the equanimity of the Unionist party. 


The news,arrived of the Jameson raid—a | 
designedly infamous transaction, which | 
was reprobated, but not sufficiently repro- | 


bated, by the House of Commons, and 
the authors of which never received, 
as they ought to have received, 
the punishment which they deserved. 


The Committee which sat to investigate 


_being produced. I ask him that ques- 
'tion again now. All I can say is 
'that he absolutely ignored my former 
| question and passed it by. And why ? 
| One knows perfectly well why, for it was 
| because he could not respond. Will the 
right hon. Gentleman now produce those 
‘letters ? Not only was there no response, 
but the right hon. Gentleman seized the 
opportunity offered by the debate on the 
Report of the South African Committee— 
which was charged with the duty of ex- 
amining into a transaction which the 
whole public opinion of the world and 
the British Empire reprobated—the right 
hon. Gentleman got up at the last moment 
/in that debate, and from his place in 
Parliament whitewashed the principal in- 
stigator of that Raid, and, in a sense, 
| entirely did away with any of the good, 
or any of the advantage which might 
| have been derived from the Report of the 
‘South African Committee. I am not 
going to enter more fully into the parti- 
culars of the exact personal responsibility 
of the right hon. Gentleman in regard to 
the Jameson Raid. But I have received 
| to-day a book. I have had nothing what- 
ever to do with the drawing up of that 
| book, but I have read it with some in- 
‘terest. It is called, “Are We in the 
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Right ? An Appeal to Honest Men,” by 
Mr. W. T. Stead. [Ministerial laughter. ] 
I noticed that the Leader of the 
House laughed when I read the title 
of the book. I would invite the right 
hon. Gentleman to read the book, and 
he will see in it a series of charges 
made without the 
locution against the Colonial Secretary. 


I neither wish to support them nor | 
in any way to deal with them, but I do) 


say that the dissemination of a book like 
that containing a series of charges against 
a public man of such a character cannot 


be, in the eyes of the public, passed by in | 


silence by the right hon. Gentleman and 
his colleagues, and can only be dealt with 


in a manner which will clear entirely the | 


right hon. Gentleman of those charges. 
I desire to pass from that particular 
subject of the responsibility of the right 
hon. Gentleman to the more immediate 
question of the effect of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s actions. The effect of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s actions was 
necessarily to throw all the progressive 
party in the Transvaal into the arms of 
the reactionary party. I ask any 
Englishman who found himself an in- 
habitant of the Transvaal, and who was a 
witness of all that occurred with regard 


to this matter, whether he would not , 


from that moment have said, “Well, I 
have perhaps some mistrust of British 
Government, but so long as the British 
Government is in this mattter represented 
by the present Colonial Secretary that 
mistrust will be so profound that I shall 


never be able to come to any reasonable | 


settlement.” That was the frame of 
mind of the people of the Transvaal, 
as a very natural consequence of the 
Jameson raid, and of the actions of 
the right hon. Gentleman. But 


immediately subsequent to the Jameson 
raid, the right hon. Gentleman used 
language in this House which was satis- 
factory. I remember that, in answer to 
a speech of the right hon. Gentleman the 


Member for Sheffield, he distinctly re- | 


pudiated any desire to interfere with the 
internal arrangements of the Transvaal, 
and he said that the suggestion of the 
right hon. Gentleman would involve the 
expenditure of £10,000,000, £20,000,000, 
or £30,000,000 for thesending out of alarge 
army for the commission of a crime which 
he thought this country ought not to 
permit. Now what has happened to 
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smallest circum- | 


I | 


am bound to say that at that moment, or | 
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| cause the right hon. Gentleman to so 
completely change his views? I am 
afraid that it is because the right hon. 
Gentleman has fallen under influences of 
a different kind to those which animated 
him at that time, because when Mr. 
Cecil Rhodes, the principal instigator of 
this Raid, went back to South Africa and 
found that he no longer received the 
support of the majority of the people of 
Cape Colony, when in the general elec- 
tion which ensued his adversaries were 
returned and Mr. Rhodes himself was 
‘displaced from power, what happened 
then? Why Mr. Rhodes said to him- 
self, “What we cannot get by fair and 
constitutional means we will get by foul 
and hidden means. We cannot any 
longer do any good by constitutional 
agitation, so we will found an insidious 
| league, and we will supply it with money.” 
Accordingly, the South African League 
was formed, and Mr. Rhodes and _ his 
associates—-generally of the German Jew 
extraction—found money in thousands 
for its propaganda. By this league in 
South Africa and here they have poisoned 
the wells of public knowledge. Money 
has been lavished in the London world 
and in the press, and the result has been 
that little by little public opinion has 
been wrought up and infiamed, and now, 
instead of finding the English people 
dealing with this matter in a truly Eng- 
lish spirit, we are dealing with it in a 
spirit which generations to come will 
condemn, and which I believe within a 
| few months of this time the electorate of 
this country will finally and absolutely 
repudiate. I will now deal with the more 
particular transactions in which the right 
hon. Gentleman was engaged shortly after 
what I may call this change of attitude 
consequent upon the entry on the scene 
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of Mr. Rhodes and his German Jew 
associates. When these gentlemen 


arrived it was felt that a new departure 
was necessary. Lord Rosmead, who for 
many years had represented this country 
with eminent success as Governor of 
the Cape, came home, and the new 
departure took the form of sending out- 
a distinguished gentleman, Sir Alfred 
| Milner, who was imbued with very dif- 
'ferent ideas to those held by Lord 
| Rosmead. I have had the honour of Sir 
| Alfred Milner’s acquaintance, and I may 
| say that he has served the State no doubt 
| in one particular capacity with very great 
| distinction, and I believe that his services 
Second Day. 
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could be used and utilised in positions of 
that sort with great advantage to the com- 
munity. But nevertheless I believe that 
Sir Alfred Milner is utterly wanting in 
those characteristics and qualities which 
are necessary in a successful diplomat 
who has to hold the scales and an even 
balance between two nationalities, and 
endeavour to compose and smooth away 
differences instead of creating them. Sir 
Alfred Milner was sent out to the Cape 
with a distinct bias in favour of what 
you might call racial supremacy, and 
he fomented by his attitude those 
racial differences which are now 
so unfortunately acute, and which 
may yet lead to a general racial war 
throughout South Africa, and which may 
place the whole of our possessions there 
in considerable jeopardy. I only wish to 
refer to one despatch, and that is the 
despatch of the 4th of May, 1899. 
Honourable Members are familiar with 
the Blue Books presented to the 
House, and, therefore, I do not propose 
to read this despatch, which contains the 
most extravagant suggestions of dis- 
loyalty on the part of the Colonists 
and a large section of the population of 
the Cape, who happened at that time to 
be a majority of the population of the 
Cape, and whose representatives, under 
the leadership of Mr. Schreiner, are at 
the present moment governing the Cape. 
Naturally those suggestions on the part of 
Sir Alfred Milner exasperated the feelings 
of the Dutch throughout Cape Colony, 
and the action of the Government of the 
Cape was in entire opposition to the sug- 
gestions of Sir Alfred Milner. It ‘was at 
Mr. Schreiner’s initiation that a very 
large grant was made in aid of our 
Imperial Government, and it received the 
highest encomium on the part of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s colleague the First 
Lord of the Admiralty, who said that he 
believed in the complete loyalty of the 
Dutch population at the Cape, and was 
immensely gratified to find that they had 
signalised that loyalty by a large grant in 
aid of our fleet, and the granting of facili- 
ties for Imperial purposes in St. Simon’s 
Bay. Unfortunately the right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty was only one member of the Govern- 
ment, and he was not the one particular 
member of the Government who was 
charged with the conduct of these nego- 
tiations. The conducting of these nego- 
tiations was almost entirely in the hands of 


Mr. Stanhope, 
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the Colonial Secretary, Sir Alfred Milner, 
and Mr. Conyngham Greene at Pretoria. 
No one can deny who has read these 
Papers that there was a constant differ- 
ence of opinion—small if you like—as to 
what Mr. Conyngham Greene and Sir 
Alfred Milner thought and the views of 
the Colonial Secretary. I am not sur- 
prised, therefore, at the confusion of ideas 
existing in the Transvaal and at the 
declaration made by the Government of 
the Transvaal at Pretoria that they were 
unable to grasp what was the real inten- 
tion of Her Majesty’s Government, and 
that when they made one proposal it was 
immediately met by another proposal, 
and that instead of one proposal tending 
to some form of settlement they were 
brushed aside by counter proposals, which 
led them to believe that no settlement 
was desired. I for one have ceme to the 
absolute conviction that while I entirely 
acquit the Government as a whole of any 
kind of fixed intention with regard to 
these transactions—on the contrary, I 
believe that they were animated by peace- 
fule motives—I say that the right hon. 
Gentlemen the Colonial Secretary and 
Sir Alfred Milner, in conjunction with 
Mr. Rhodes and his associates, have for 
the last two years made up their minds 
that war, and war only, could be the 
termination of this crisis, and they 
have worked with that conviction for the 
last twelve or fourteen months. While 
on the one hand the Colonial Secre- 
tary has been so _ conducting the 
negotiations that it was almost impossible 
to arrive at a settlement, on the other 
hand Mr. Rhodes and his friends have been 
exciting public opinion all over the world, 
and now the right hon. Gentleman can 
turn to his colleagues and say, “ You 
cannot help it; public opinion is all in 
favour of war, and you must follow it, or 
you will be swept out of office.” That is 
the position which we have arrived at in 
consequence of the conduct of negotia- 
tions by the right hon. Gentleman, and | 
am justified in calling attention to them 
and asking that the Liberal party in this 
House and outside this House will never 
in any form or shape give their sanction 
or approval to transactions which they 
believe do not redound to the honour of 
this country, and which possibly may 
lead to very serious and terrible compli- 
cations. I desire to make a few remarks 
upon another question, and that is with 
respect to the position which we occupy 
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at this moment with regard to the war. | 


OF course, it is true that war is at present 
in progress. Of course, it is equally true 
that we can do nothing except give all 
the money which may be necessary for 
the purpose of prosecuting this war as 
long as it may be necessary to prosecute it. 
But, on the other hand, I for one desire to 


dissociate myself from those who say that | 
this war must be pursued to the bitter | 
end, and that it must be a war of exter- | 


mination, and that it must be a war under 
which the Dutch element must disappear 
from those regions. I say it will be the 
duty of this country—and public opinion 
will demand it—to see that bloodshed is 
arrested at the earliest possible moment, 
and that these matters in dispute should 
be referred at the earliest opportu- | 
nity which may occur to some form of 


settlement which, while protecting all the | 
legitimate interests of this country, will at 


the same time do justice to what, after all, 
the British people feel, namely, that this 
war, necessary as it is now in consequence | 
of having been precipitated, can never be a_ 
source of credit or pride to them. Here 
we are, a great Empire, engaged in trying 
to crush out of existence a few thousand 
Dutchmen who are fighting for their in- | 
dependence. 
dearer than life, and I believe that the 
British House of Commons and the electors 


outside will agree with me when I say | 


that great as may be—and I trust they 
will be—our military successes, no credit 
can attach to a war of this kind, but in- 
finite discredit will attach to us in the 
pages of history if it is recorded that the 
British Empire by brute force and the 
employment of its immense resources 
crushed out of existence a nation 
struggling for its independence, for such 
a crime will make a great blot upon the 
last days of the nineteenth century. [/ 
beg, Sir, to move the Amendment stand- 
ing on the Paper in my name. 


*Mr. S. T. EVANS (Glamorgan, 
Mid): In seconding this Amendment, I 
wish to make my position clear. We may | 
have our own opinion as to what has led | 
up to this most unfortunate war, but the 
fact is that war does exist between us 
and the two South African Republics, and 
in view of this fact I will put no diffi- 


culties in the way of the Government | 
obtaining the necessary supplies to carry | 
that war to a speedy and successful issue. | 
So far as that is concerned we are all | 
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willing to close the ranks on this side of 
the House, but while we are willing to 
do that there still remains a duty which 
devolves upon us which is as sacred and 
solemn as any duty which is imposed upon 


'a Member of Parliament, and that is to 


protest against what has led up to the war, 
which has been properly described by my 
learned friend behind me as an inglorious 
war which cannot possibly redound to 
the credit of the British Empire. My 
hon. and learned friend has gone over 
the initial stages of this question, 
and I do not propose to travel over 
the same ground again. I propose to ¢all 
the attention of the House more especially 


to what has taken place in the conduct of 
'these negotiations since Parliament was 


prorogued in the month of August last. 
Since that time we have had no oppor- 
tunity in the House of Commons of 
placing our views before the country, and 
I think it will be acknowledged that the 
Liberal party have done nothing as a 
whole in the interval which could 
prejudice the fair conduct of the negotia- 
tions by the Government, or which has 
hampered them in any desire they might 
have to bring those negotiations to a 
peaceful solution. I have waded through 
the material which we have got in 
these Blue Books, and without going so 
far as to say that I agree entirely with the 
conclusions to which my hon. friend 
behind me has come, I am bound to say 
that in the bewilderment created by the 
somewhat hysterical and shifting des- 
patches I have found it almost impossible 
to fix definitely the cause of the out- 
break of hostilities in South Africa. It is 
impossible in a debate of this kind to go 
in detail into the question of the grievances 

the alleged grievances—of the Uit- 
landers, and I am pleased to think that it 
has become unnecessary to do so, because 
the Government themselves have acknow- 
ledged that whatever those grievances 
were they were grievances which might and 
ought to be settled by a certain extension 
the franchise. The seven years 
retrospective franchise has been described 
by the Colonial Secretary as a fair 
basis of settlement, and therefore it 
is necessary for us now to see whether 
that fair basis was allowed fair play or 
not by the right hon. Gentleman and by 
the Government in the negotiations 
which have taken place since Parliament 
was prorogued. With regard to the 
franchise, the state of things when Parlia- 
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ment was sitting was that President | Again, on the same page in paragraph 


Kruger was willing to grant and had 
taken steps to grant a_ seven 
franchise to the Uitlanders, with an 
inquiry into the efficacy and _ opera- 
tion of that law. That was the state of 
things when Parliament was __ pro- 
rogued, and at that time the country 
thought there was nothing 
between the two Governments which 
would justify war being embarked upon 
before Parliament was called together. 
Since that time the state of things really 
improved so far as the South African Re- 
public was concerned, for the House will 
remember—and the country will not 
forget—that by the despatches of the 
19th and 21st of August last, President 
Kruger, in view of certain representations 
which were believed to have been made 
to the State Secretary by Mr. Conyngham 
Greene, offered a five years franchise to 
operate retrospectively, and a still further 
extension of representation to the Rand 
district, and he merely coupled the offer 
which he then made _ with certain 
conditions which I venture to say the 
Government ought to have accepted. 
That has really been the turning-point of 
these negotiations. The conditions were 
these—first, that this Government should 
not interfere in the internal affairs of the 
South African Republic any further. 
That, baldly stated, might appear to be 
a condition which many hon. Members 
might think the Government had no right 
to concede, but it is perfectly clear from 
the Blue Book that the interference 
thereby conditioned by the South African 
Republic did not take away from our 
Government in the slightest degree any 
rights we possess under the Convention 
of 1884, or any rights vested in us as a 
Power whose own subjects and citizens 
were resident in another State, because 
hon. Members will find on page 53 of the 
September Blue Book that the South 
African Republic says— 





“ Passing now to the discussion of the obser- 
vations uf Her Majesty’s Government on the 
conditions attached by this Government to the 
proposal which has now * in consequence 
of the non-acceptance by Her Mayjesty’s 
Government of these stipulations, the Govern- 


years | 


existing | 


| 7 it is stated— 


“The stipulations attached by this Govern- 
ment to that proposal were most reasonable, 
/and demand on the side of Her Majesty’s 
Government no abandonment of existing 
rights, but solely the obtaining of the as- 
surance that Her Majesty's Government 
would in future as regards this Republic 
simply abide by the Convention of London, 
1884, and the generally recognised rules of 
international law.” 


| Was there any difficulty at all in the way 


of this Government or any Government, 
which had the conduct of these negotia- 
tions, saying readily to the South African 
Republic, “ We never have claimed any 
further rights than the rights we have 
under the Convention of 1884 and by inter- 
national law”? The second condition was 
that this Government was not to insist fur- 
ther on the assertion of the existence of 
suzerainty. The hon. and gallaiit Member 
for North Armagh stated last evening 
that whatever might be said about the 


grievances of the Uitlanders the suzer- 


ainty question was the foundation of the 
trouble in South Africa. [ am not going 
into the question of the suzerainty in 
detail, but I wish to point out that that 
right, which has been asserted so often 
and with so much irritation by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary, 
is said to be based on the preamble of the 
Convention of 1881. What is the South 
African Republic to think of negotiations 
carried on in the spirit in which they 
have been carried on by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary, who, 
on various occasions, has said things abso- 
lutely inconsistent with and contradictory 
of each other? When the right hon. 
Gentleman wanted something from Presi- 
dent Kruger there was no reference at 
all to the Convention of 1881. After 


‘that most unfortunate Raid the Colonial 


ment wishes to observe that with reference to | 


the question of intervention this Government 
has neither asked nor intended that Her 
Majesty’s Government should abandon any 
right which it really might have on the ground 
either of the Convention of London, 1884, or 
of international law to intervene for the pro- 
tection of British subjects in this country.” 


Mr. S. T. Evans. 


Secretary desired—as we all did— that 
the Government of the South African 
Republic should display magnanimity in 
the treatment of the prisoners who were 
in custody as a result of the Raid. Then 
the position of the right hon. Gentle- 
man was this: Ina communication to 
President Kruger, he said 

“JT myself have always felt confidence in 
your magnanimity and honour, and you ma 
rest confident that I will strictly uphold all 
the obligations of the London Convention of 
1884.” 


There was no suggestion then of the 
existence of the Convention of 1831, and 
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no argument was then founded or any 
right claimed on the dead preamble of 
that Convention. I cannot understand, 
after the discussions which have taken 
place in the country and in _ the 
press by those qualified to speak, after 
the admirable speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire—a speech which in my humble 
judgment it is impossible to answer— 
and after the equally cogent speech of the 
hon. and learned Member for Plymouth, 
to which I am pleased to hear he adheres 
at the present moment, I cannot under- 
stand how it can be argued that the Con- 
vention of 1881 is not dead. And yet 
even some Liberals have argued it. The 
hon. and learned Member for South Leeds 
and the hon and learned Member for 
Haddingtonshire have argued upon the 
construction of the two Conventions 
without reference to external circum- 
stances or documents that the pre- 
amble of the Convention of 1881 is 
still alive, as if Conventions between 
States on public matters were to be 
construed by narrow rules of our municipal 
law, as laid down in musty reports in the 
Temple or in Lincoln’s Inn. It appears 
to me impossible to argue with any 
foundation of reason or logic accord- 
ing to the proper principles to be applied 
to the construction of international agree- 
ments that the Convention of 1881 is in 
any degree or sense alive. But what is 
the use, after all, of using the term 
“suzerainty”’ when it is known that it 
irritated the South 
Assuming for a moment, for the sake of 
argument, that we have suzerainty, is it 
alleged that we have by the right of 
suzerainty any rights at all other than 
those under the Convention of 18847 If 
not, then the South African Republic 
said, “We are willing to abide, and we 


ask you to abide by the Convention of | 


1884.” Therefore it appears to me in re- 


gard to the second condition which was | 


attached by the South African Republic 
to its offer of a five years retrospec- 
tive franchise that there ought not to 
have been any difficulty at all in 


the way of the Government meeting the | 


Government of the Republic on that 
head. 
this should be done in order to quell the 
suspicion which might exist — and 
who can blame the South African Re- 
public for entertaining the suspicion ?— 
that this country had designs on 
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African Republic? 


It was still more desirable that | 
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its independence. 
pened in connection 
and the circumstances of that 
Raid, it was still more incumbent 
on the Government of this country to 
have readily acknowledged to the South 
African Republic that they did not claim 
any rights other than the rights under 
the Convention of 1884, and those vested 
in them with regard to our subjects by 
international law, and to admit that they 
did not desire otherwise to assert any 
question of suzerainty. The third con- 
dition was as to arbitration. So far as I 
can see, there was no difficulty in coming 
to an agreement as to the arbitration 
clauses. It was suggested by the Colonial 
Secretary — who apparently was most 
fruitful in all kinds of suggestions to 
create all kinds of difficulties which did 
not appear in the despatches on the other 
side — that arbitration meant foreign 
arbitration, and he said “I will not allow 
foreign arbitration.” But the Transvaal 
Government replied, “No, we do not 
want foreign arbitrators at all.” What 
should have been the answer of Great 
Britain, who has had recourse to arbitra- 
tion when she had to face powerful 
nations like America? That was the 
state of things on 21st August. The 
Colonial Secretary sent his reply to 
that offer of the South African 
Republic, which was better than the 
minimum offer of Sir Alfred Milner 
at the Bloemfontein Conference. The 
reply of the Colonial Secretary, translated. 
into plain language, was: “ We can have 
nothing to do with your conditions,” 
and I am not sure that it would 
not have been more creditable to have 
put it in that language than in the 
form in which it appeared in the des- 
patch. If the Government thought 
that a settlement could be arrived at by 
acknowledging these conditions of the 
South African Republic was it not 
absolutely incumbent on them in the 
interests of this country and the British 
Empire to assent to those conditions, 
and to put an end to the difficulty, more 
particularly as it appeared — though 
there may have been a misunderstanding 
—that the State Secretary understood 
from Mr. Greene, the British Agent, 
when he suggested these terms, that 
there was more than a_ hope that 
they would be accepted? They were 
not accepted. Then, although it was 
agreed that the putting forward of these 


G 


After what hap- 
with the Raid 


Second Day. 
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terms should not be regarded as a refusal | negotiations that he intended them to 
altogether of the British demand, the | end in a resort to force. I will not say 
Colonial Secretary said, “We cannot | that, but I cannot help saying that the 
allow you to go back at all—not even to/ method adopted in the negotiations 
the seven years franchise proposal.” tended directly to that most deplorable 
In the Blue Book which was issued yester-| result. Then it was suggested that 
day it is perfectly clear that it was open | President Steyn was in a sort of con- 
to the Transvaal Government without a/ spiracy with the South African Republic 
breach of faith, and without doing any-| to have a republic all over South Africa, 
thing which was not within their rights, | including CapeColonyand Natal Wasever 
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to resume the prior negotiations with 
regard to the seven years franchise and 
the commission of inquiry. The Blue 
Book issued yesterday contains a despatch 
from Sir Alfred Milner, in which, on page 
57, it is stated— 


“ After communication with you I instructed 
Mr. Greene on August 17th to inform the 
Government of the South African Republic as 
follows :—‘If the Government of the South 
African Republic were to reply to the invita- 
tion of Her Majesty’s Government to a Joint 
Inquiry by formally putting forward proposals 
described in your telegram, Her Majesty’s 
Government would not regard such a course as 
a refusal of their offer, but would be prepared 
to consider the reply of the Government of the 
South African Republic on its merits.’ ” 


That shows that it was absolutely open 
to the South African Republic, without 
any charge of unfairness, to go back to 
the franchise proposal and the commission 
of inquiry. ‘“ No,” says the Colonial Secre- 
tary, having screwed President Kruger up 
to the five years franchise, ‘we will not 
allow you to go back at all.” In this state 
of affairs on September 22nd the door was 
absolutely closed, I venture to think, to 
any further negotiations. No further 
discussion was invited, no further answer 
apparently was either asked for or 
expected. The further proposed demands 
which were promised in the despatch of 
September 22nd were not sent, they have 
not been sent to this day, and so far as we 
know, have not yet been drawn up, and I 
respectfully suggest to the House that 
even now we have a right to ask the 
Government how far they have gone in 
drawing up these proposals. If they 
were intended to be bond fide how far have 
they been formulated? So far as we 
can see from the Blue Books there is not 
even a suggestion that they have been 
begun by the right hon. Gentleman, the 
Colonial Secretary. No, Sir, apparently 
on September 22nd Her Majesty’s 
Government, through its Colonial Secre- 
tary in particular, was determined that 
war was inevitable. I am loath to say 
of any Minister that he so conducted 


Mr. S. T. Evans. 





such rubbish spoken of two small States / 
Can anyone imagine that President 
Steyn, who had no direct quarrel with us, 
but merely treaty obligations with Presi- 
dent Kruger, was insane enough to desire 
to rush his country into war with a vast 
and important Empire like the British 
Empire? It appears that President Steyn 
was anxious to bring about a peaceful 
solution even after the despatch of Sep- 
tember 22, and in the Blue Book just 
issued there is an extraordinarily strong 
light thrown upon the view of Sir Alfred 
Milner himself as to what the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary intended towards the end of 
September. It will be seen that while 
these negotiations were going on between 
Sir Alfred Milner and President Steyn, 
the Colonial Secretary, in a despatch 
dated September 29th to Sir Alfred 
Milner, directed him in these terms to 
send a telegram to President Steyn— 


“You will at the same time inform the 
President of Orange Free State that what he 
describes as the enormous and ever-increasing 
military preparations of Great Britain have 
been forced upon Her Majesty's Government 
by the policy of the South African Republic, 
which has transformed the Transvaal into a 
permanent armed camp, threatening the peace 
of the whole of South Africa and the position 
of Great Britain as the Paramount State.” 


Was not that something like a de- 
claration of war? It was the opinion 
of Sir Alfred Milner that it was tanta- 
mount to that, because the High Commis- 
sioner telegraphed to the Colonial Secre- 
tary that he had actually undertaken the 
responsibility of keeping back the tele- 
gram. He cabled as follows— 


“T propose to hold over message in your 
telegram of September 29th. My reason for 
doing so is that there is still some hesitation 
on the part of the Government of the Orange 
Free State, who seem not to have abandoned 
hope of compromise.” 


Did not that say in plain terms that in 
Sir Alfred Milner’s opinion, at any rate, 
the despatch he was instructed by the 
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Colonial Secretary to send to President | in the matter. This country has not 
Steyn would bring things to a head, | forgotten, and I am sure the South African 
and would leave no further hope | Republic has not forgotten, the part which 
of compromise at all? Several days later | the right hon. Gentleman took in connee- 
Sir Alfred Milner sent another despatch | tion with that inglorious raid in 1895. 
to the Colonial Secretary, stating that the Those telegrams which were suppressed 
President of the Orange Free State com-| have still to be disclosed. An explana- 
plained that he had not received a reply, | tion has yet to be given of the con- 
and adding— duct of the Colonial Secretary in voting 
aia RI: for the condemnation of Mr. Rhodes, 
I kept back, as you are aware, your tele- | wholesale and complete, upstairs, and on 
gram of the 29th September. We ought, how- tens Saint thts Ga “e eat 
ever, in my opinion, to answer him now.” ne same day in this House, whitew ashing 
/him, and saying that although he was 

That plainly shows that on the 29th | guilty of treason and lying, and of keep- 
September Her Majesty’s Government | ing back information from his own Minis- 
was determined that there should’ ters, he had done n thing which was in 
be war with the South African Re-| the slightest degree a reflection on his 
public. Even after that date, the South | personal honour. Those letters and tele- 
African Republic apparently awaited grams may some day be disclosed, but 
some communication from the Govern-, until they are disclosed how can we blame 
ment as promised in the despatch of, the South African Republic if they had 
22nd September. No communication | the suspicion in the course of the nego- 
came, and at last the fatal step, which I | tiations that it was all along intended to 
will not attempt to justify, was taken on destroy their independence, though 
the 9th October. I should think that the attempt in 1895 had failed ? 
the feeling which hon. Members had | Having regard to the position of the 
when they read the ultimatum despatched | right hon. Gentleman, it is deplorable 
by President Kruger eighteen days after | that it should have fallen to his lot— 
the last communication from our Govern- | whether rightly or wrongly—to carry on 
ment was a feeling of infinite pity that he and deal with the negotiations between this 
had been driven to do anything so | country and the South African Republic. 
mad. To feel pity was more natural | Under these circumstances [ submit that 
than to fix blame under all the cireum-| while we on this side of the House were 
stances. What the Government said to! very careful not to place any difficulties 
this small State of 30,000 burghers was, in the way of the Government while the 
«Our negotiations are over, and we will | negotiations were still open, and are now 
take no further steps to meet you at all. | willing and ready to give the Govern- 
But we will continue to land our forces | ment the necessary means to carry on the 
and to mobilise our army corps; we, war which unfortunately has been brought 
will call out our reserves, and we hope about, we are nevertheless entitled, and 
sincerely that you, a small State, will! bound, at this stage of the proceedings, 
oblige the great British Government by | to protest that war ought never to have 
waiting until we are ready to invade your | taken place. Can any hon. Member— 
territory.” Nothing that I have said will, | can the Colonial Secretary himself—say 
I hope, be regarded as justifying—nothing | now what was the cause of the war? One 
I ever shall say will justify—President answer is easy, viz., that the ultimatum 
Kruger for issuing that ultimatum. | was the cause. But that only shifts it 
One has a strong opinion that probably back further. What was the cause of 
he was unable to keep the young the ultimatum? In this House we do 
Boers back, but that ultimatum un-/ not hear much of Majuba, but we 
doubtedly called this country to go to war. | hear of it in the country. I should 
But that does not justify the negotiations think there is not a genuine Liberal 
which led to the war and which rendered | in this House or in the country who did 
it inevitable. It was all the more impor- not blush when he read a certain letter 
tant that the negotiations between our from a nobleman who at one time led the 
Government and the South African Re-| Liberal Party, and who, [ suppose, as- 
public should be carried out with the pires to lead it again. He was a member 
utmost care and caution, and without any | of the Government of 1881, which was 
irvitation, having regard to the position responsible for the magnanimoustreatment 
which the Colonial Secretary himself held , of the Boers after Majuba Hill. Every 

' @2 Second Day. 
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good Liberal must have blushed when he 
read that letter—that belated letter—the 
letter which many of the followers of this 
nobleman expected every day to come, | 
and which appealed not to reason, but to 
the lowest instincts of the lowest section 
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of the people of this country in justifica- 
tion of our being at war with a small State. 


| 


The war will come to an end; our soldiers | 
but there were not many statements of 
| fact, and very few of those statements of 
ifact were new. The seconder touched 


will fight gallantly in the cause of 
their country, as they always have 
done and always will do. We will 
succeed, but that will not make the 
war a justifiable one. 
feeling—indeed I am not sure that 
we do not confess—that we do not expect | 
any glory from it. The war must 
inevitably be an inglorious and an ignoble 
one. Our only hope is that, having been 
made inevitable by the course of these 
negotiations, it will be carried to a speedy 
and merciful conclusion. But we pro- | 
test against taking any responsibility | 
for this war, which even a great and 
mighty Empire like ours cannot win with | 
impunity. 


Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the Question, to add the 
words: ‘But we humbly represent to Your 
Majesty our strong disapproval of the conduct 
of the negotiations with the Government of the 
Transvaal which have involved us in hostilities 
with the two South African Republics.’ ”— 
(Mr. Stanhope.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there added.” 


*Mr. WANKLYN (Bradford, Central) : 
In rising to speak on the Amendment to 
Her Majesty’s Address, which has been 
so brilliantly moved and seconded from | 
the other side of the House, I desire to 
say that I should not have ventured to in- 
tervene in this debate without some | 
special knowledge of the subject. It is | 
my privilege to sit for the Exchange | 
Division of Bradford—a commercial centre | 
to which much if not most of the wool | 
which is grown in South Africa eventually | 
finds its way sooner or later in one form or | 
another. It will, therefore, be obvious to | 
the House that, representing this Ex- | 
change Division, I am in touch with mer- | 
chants who have confidential agents in | 
various parts of South Africa. I desire | 
further to say, in this connection, that I | 
have no interest whatever in any mine in | 
South Africa, and I am, perhaps, one of | 
the few men on either one side of the | 


Mr. S. T. Evans. 


We have a) 
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House or the other who can say he 
has not and never has had any 
interest in any South African mine. 
I claim, therefore, to speak from 
an independent and unbiassed stand- 
point. As regards the speeches of the 
mover and seconder, I may venture to 
observe there was.in them much declama- 
tion and much that was very brilliant, 


upon the two Conventions, and as a 
learned Member of this House, ven- 
tured to cast ridicule on other learned 
Members for their constitutional attitude 
towards the Conventions of 1881 and 
1884. The view of the hon. Member 
opposite is, I take it, that the Convention 
of 1881 does not exist, and that the 1884 
Convention is the only one we have to 
consider. Heagrees. But I would put this 
point to the House. Speaking as a railway 
director, I will ask how can you have 
Articles of Association without a Memo- 


-randum? How can youhave Articles of 
Partnership without a preamble? The 
| position is not tenable for one moment, 


and in that view I am supported by one 
of the brightest intellects in this House 


'by the hon. and learned Member for 


South Leeds. I do not propose, per- 
sonally, to indulge in any declamation 
to-day, but I have to present certain 
statements of fact which I have taken 
considerable trouble to verify. The 
mover of the Amendment suggested that 
Mr. Rhodes was solely and entirely 
the cause of the unhappy and miserable 
Jameson Raid, but I would like to remind 
the House of the evidence given on this 
point by Mr. Schreiner, the present 
Premier of Cape Colony, in which he 
states that, to the best of his opinion, Mr. 
Rhodes absolutely disapproved of Dr. 


'Jameson’s movement. He was pressed 


for an explanation of his conduct by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouthshire, and was subjected 
to a long cross-examination, but the con- 
clusion arrived at was that he had found 
a sum of £61,000 out of his own pocket 
solely in order to checkmate the German 
Emperor. That may have been a mis- 
taken view, but there is no doubt that 
Dr. Jameson by his action very nearly 
ruined his friend Mr. Rhodes. I hold no 
brief for Mr. Rhodes, but I do regard him 
as a man of lofty ideals ; he is not only a 
man of action, but, like the German 
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Emperor, he is possessed of a very active 
mind, and we know that he has spent his 


money for the expansion of England, and | 
not fear the | 


‘we on this side who do 


expansion of England, who are not 
cursed with “the craven fear 


being great,” have much sympathy and 
admiration for Mr. Rhodes. The great 


object of his life is to found a great | 


colony in the same way as Penn 
founded Pennsylvania. If to desire 
honour is to sin, then Cecil Rhodes has 
erred greatly, but I suggest that he has 
desired honour, not on his own account, 
but for the sake of his country, and he is 
therefore deserving of our sympathy. 
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| open, I believe, to the inspection of hon. 
| Gentlemen opposite. It is purely a poor 
man’s league; it was formed after the 
Raid ; and employees of capitalists have 
| been dismissed from their situations for be- 
coming members of it. That is a fact 
| vouched for by Sir Alfred Milner, and I 
do not think that any hon. Member oppo- 
site will contest it. (Cries of “ Butler, 
3utler.”) 


the Queen’s Speech, 


*Mr. STANHOPE: It would have been 
a great advantage if the hon. Gentleman 
had also stated the view of the League 
entertained by Sir William Butler while 
in command at the Cape. 


am surprised that the mover of the | 


Amendment should have used the lan-| 


guage he did in regard to both Mr. 
Rhodes and the Colonial Secretary. Does 
the hon. Gentleman really think that 
these men, and those who act with them, 


have had a desire to foment war and | 


*Mr. WANKLYN : Iam not concerned 
with Sir William Butler, except that I 
regret he has been kicked upstairs instead 
of being kicked downstairs. [Cries of 
“Oh, oh!”] I am sorry I am being in- 
terrupted from the Irish benches. 


bring about the destruction of the lives of | 


thousands of their countrymen? If he 
entertains that view, and if it be shared 
by other hon. Gentlemen 
I am indeed sorry for them. For myself 
I can only say that, while I do not pre- 
sume to know anything about the private 


life of the right hon. Gentleman the | 


Member for West Birmingham, I can 
point to his public record in refutation of 
the charge. We know, too, that the 
occupations of his leisure time prove him 
to be a man of humane instincts, and I 
therefore decline to believe in the charge 
made against a fellow-countryman occupy- 
ing so eminent a position. As to Cecil 
Rhodes, we know that his whole attitude 
towards the black populations of South 


Africa has conclusively proved him to be | 


a humane man. He has, too, always 
shown the utmost consideration for those 
of his fellow-countrymen who are less 


well able to take care of themselves. He 
stands in loco parentis towards the 
blacks, and I will not accept the 
view—indeed, I refute it on be- 
half of Members on this side—that 


there has been any desire on the part of 
either of these two gentlemen to foment 
war. It has been suggested by the hon. 
Member for Burnley that the South 
African League, which has put so much 
valuable information before the public, is 
a League subsidised by capitalists for 


their own ends and for their own pur- | 


poses. The hon. Member has been mis- | 
informed. The books of the League are | 





opposite, | 


| Mr. DILLON (Mayo, FE.): You have 
| uttered a gross insult. 

| *Mr. WANKLYN: Until I was 
| rudely interrupted I was simply making 
a statement of facts, and I am pointing 
out that capitalist companies have dis- 


missed persons in their employment 
for joining this League. From that 


statement hon. Members opposite can 
draw their own conclusions. How can 
it be suggested that the capitalists want 
war? Their mines will be damaged by 
water—they may, indeed, be damaged by 
dynamite—and they certainly have lost 
and will lose much by the stoppage of 
labour. I saw it stated in the Leeds Mer- 
cury that the capitalists wanted war in 
order that they might buy mining shares 
cheap. That suggestion was made two or 
three weeksago. [have since then taken 
the trouble to follow the price of shares, 
and I have noticed that in the case of one 
large company the values went up at the 
first sound of war. The suggestion, 
therefore, does not hold water. If the 
causes which are assigned by hon. gen- 
tlemen opposite are not those which led 
to thewar then we are face to face with the 
question, what was it that did lead to the 
war ? I can give the causes in a very few 
sentences. They are grievances coupled 
with corruption and the want of recog- 
nition of those grievances and that cor- 
ruption. The grievances are, taxation 
without representation, and the subordi- 
Second Day. 
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nation of the courts of law to the Exe- 


cutive, a corrupt and brutal police. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.): 
We have that in Ireland. 


*Mr. WANKLYN: And the restric- 
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tion of freedom of speech and_ the} 


press. There was 
a time when the whole Liberal 
party would have fought for those 
four issues, and I, sitting on 
this side of the House as a member of 
the Liberal Unionist party, am prepared 
still to fight for them. I am only sorry 
that the old Liberal party has so 


freedom of the 


degenerated that it is ger pre- | i 
generated that it is ie dynamite monopoly? He declares— 


pared to fight for them. 


opposite seem to challenge that statement. | 
Let me ask them, what did the Leader of | 


the Liberal Separatist party say in this 
House on the 28th of July last ? I speak 
of the right hon. Gentleman we all respect 
as the Leader of the Opposition. He 
declared that, from beginning to end of 
the negotiations, he could see nothing 
whatever which would justify war. Does 
that not strengthen my observation on 
this question of grievances? [An HON. 
MEMBER: Rot!] I am sorry to hear an 
hon. Member describe as “ Rot” 
grievances which are admitted, and on 
account of which our forefathers fought. 
You wish to howl me down, but you 
will not suczeed in doing it. I will 
now pass to some concrete cases of 
corruption which I have taken the trouble 
to verify. President Kruger has been 
represented to us as a pious, poor, 
upright person. As regards his piety, 
it is not for me to question that ; 
God alone is his Judge; but as re- 
gards his poverty, let me say he is 
not a poor man. He is rich beyond the 
dreams of avarice. As to corruption, 
have we not proof of it in the very fact 
that the house in which he lives was pre- 
sented to him by an individual to whom 
he gave a coneession for the sale of 
liquor? Even the Staats Secretary 
admits that the liquor monopolists have 
brought wealth to President Kruger 
and his family. 


I will now pass to the | 


dynamite monopoly. I have with me here | 
a statement signed by a gentleman who | 
was, for two years, Chief Inspector of | 
‘for the declaration of war, but he now 


Mines under President Kruger. He was 


the only Englishman ever in the service 

of the Transvaal, and he was simply 

emploved because, in the early days of 
Mr. Wanklyn. 
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the mining industry, the Boers were 
unable to secure expert advice except 
from this country. I will read what he 
says. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: What is his 


name ? 


*Mr. WANKLYN: It is Mr. Edgar 
Rathbone, and he is a nephew of the late 
Mr. William Rathbone, for twenty years 
Liberal M.P. for Liverpool. He _ is 
in this House to-day, and he will 
be here to-morrow, and I am sure 
he will be delighted to give hon. 
Members any information in his posses- 
sion. What is it he says with regard to 


“On several occasions I was obliged to 
receive dynamite which I considered to be in 
a dangerous condition. Indeed, in some cases 
accidents were caused. I tried to bring an 
action against the officials of one company, 
but——” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the 
hon. Gentleman that the question before 
the House is the disapproval of the con- 
duct of the negotiations with the Trans- 
vaal Government. Although that gives a 
certain amount of scope to discuss the 
conduct of the Transvaal Government, 
the hon. Gentleman is going rather too far. 


*Mr. WANKLYN: Of course, I bow 
to your ruling, Sir. I was going to point 
out that hon. Members opposite attribute 
this war to want of diplomacy on the part 
of Her Maiesty’s Government, whereas I 
claim that it is due toa lack of recog- 
nition on the part of Members opposite 
of the existence of grievance and corrup- 
tion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, but that is not 
the question. No doubt the Amendment 
raises the point of the diplomacy of the 
Government, but the hon. Member is 
going beyond that. 


*Mr. WANKLYN: I repeat, Sir, I 
bow, of course, to your ruling. No 
doubt it will be a relief to hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite that I am not allowed to 
read the affidavit I hold in my hands. 
Mr. Rathbone tells me that he would not 
have given this evidence had it not been 


feels it his duty to speak, and in this 
affidavit he instances cases of corrupr 
tion—— 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is transgressing my ruling. 


*Mr. WANKLYN: I will only tell hon. | 
Members opposite that their relief will | 
last but for a few hours, for I will under- | 
take that the document shall appear to- | 
morrow morning in the columns of the | 
London press, and they will then have | 
the satisfaction of knowing that the | 
country will be made acquainted with the | 
unpalatable contents of this document. I | 
now pass from this question of corruption | 
to the causes which have led to it. [am 
free to coufess that President Kruger is | 
no more desirous of gold than possibly | 
other people, but, as the Munchester | 
(Guardian has pointed out, he may not | 
possess such a high sense of honour in | 
acquiring it. Apart from his personal | 
ends, he has the ambition of a lifetime to | 
serve, and that, no doubt, animated his | 
desire to secure the gold. That ambition | 
of his lifetime has been to found a’ 
Republic, with the Transvaal State on the 
top, from the Zambesi to the sea. 


| 
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Mr. Robinson. He is a born Afrikander. 
He fought in the Basuto War, and he 
was once spoken of as a possible successor 
to President Kruger himself. He testi- 
fies that the dream of President Kruger’s 
lifetime is a great Republic from the 
Zambesi to the sea—a Republic inde- 
pendent of any suzerainty whatever ; 
and he added that it was amazing to 
him that the people in England 
were so blind and would not realise 
the position of affairs which every- 
body in South Africa understood. 
There are many hon. Gentlemen who will 
not see facts—I do not say the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition, 
because I have too much respect for his 
amiability of character, but there are 
many Members with him who are blinded 
by jealousy of the Colonial Secretary, and 
they will not see facts. My illustrious 
predecessor, the late Mr. W. E. Forster, 
speaking fifteen years ago, said the Con- 
vention had not only been broken by the 
Boers, but had been treated with con- 
tempt. As he reminded the House then, 


it is not a question only of interference 


An Hon. Member: Who told you 
that ? 


*Mr. WANKLYN: I am asked who 
told me that. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Aberdeen tells me 
that on page 205 of his book. He says 
that the moment President Kruger came 
into power—— 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): I object 
very much to quotations which are not 
verified by reading the passage. 


*Mr. WANKLYN: Then I will invite 
hon. Members to read page 205 of the 
book. If they do not like that evidence 
they can have that given by the hon. 
baronet the Member for the Handsworth 
Division of Staffordshire, who spoke 
yesterday of his interview with Chief 
Justice de Villiers, by whom he was told 
that if President Steyn could only get 
rid of the suzerainty question he would 
join hands with President Kruger with a 
view to the formation of one great Re- 
public. Then, again, we have the evi- 
dence of Mr. J. R. Robinson, published 
in the Daily News on the 3rd of this 
month. I do not think that even the 
right hon. gentleman the Member for 
Bodmin will pretend to have a 
closer knowledge of the real state of 
affairs internally in the Transvaal than 


with theinternalaffairs of the South African 
Republic ; South Africa is, and always 
will be, the high road to India. And he 
reminded the House of the great and 
glorious work we had done there with 
the black pepulation of Hindostan, and 
he said that in South Africa we had, as 
no other nation ever did have, such an 
opportunity of doing a great and glorious 
work. I am here to testify to the truth 
of that statement, which is as true to-day 
as when he uttered it fifteen years ago, 
and that is why I rise to refute and 
move the rejection of the Amendment. 


Mr. ELLIOT (Durham) said he was 
bound to assume, from the action that had 
been taken by the representatives of this 
country and of the Transvaal, that we 
were now in a state of war; he was un- 
able to say how strongly he feared the 
terrible consequences that were about to 
ensue in consequence. He could not say 
he felt any great interest in the question 
of the rivalry of Robinson and Rhodes, 
or whether President Kruger was or was 
not to be blamed for certain practices. 
He could not forget that, whatever might 
be the original causes of the dispute, we 
were at war now because of the receipt of 
anultimatum sent by the Governmentof the 
South African Republic to the Government 
of this country. That ultimatum was 
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couched in terms of the greatest insolence. 
It informed the Government that trouble 
might be avoided by Her Majesty send- 
ing out orders to withdraw troops from 
her own possessions, and recall troops 
on the high seas, and no Government 
which had ever held office in this country 
could have done otherwise than accept 
the challenge which was thrown down by 
the Boers. But that was not the whole 
case. He had been for some time anxious 
that Her Majesty’s Government should 
act with extreme caution and care, not 
merely for the sake of the Boers, for 
whom he thought it was not unworthy 
to have some regard, but for the sake of 
our own interests and of the terrible con- 
sequences which must ensue to the 
British power in South Africa from the 
course adopted. It had been said that 
the Government had put their hand to 
the plough, and they would not cease 
until they had done their work. But 
what was their work? It was surely to 
unite under a system of free institu- 
tions the European races in South Africa. 
He dissociated himself entirely from the 
line taken by his hon. friend the Member 
for Burnley. The hon. Member seemed 
to accuse the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary and Sir Alfred Milner 
of having practically conspired together 
for two years or more to bring about war. 
That was a most preposterous accusation. 
But while Her Majesty’s Government had 
been clear and honest in their desire to 
repudiate annexation, there had been a 
party, and there was now a_ powerful 
party, in South Africa which had made 
no concealment of its aim, and that aim 
was the virtual subjection of the South 
African Republic. He referred to the 
South African League. The lines adopted 
by Sir Alfred Milner at the Bloemfontein 
Conference were wise and right lines, and 
hecould not help feeling last night, when 
the right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean somewhat warmly 
attacked the policy of Sir Alfred Milner, 
that the right hon. Gentleman did not 
suggest any alternative. It was generally 
admitted that the state of things existing 
in the Transvaal was such that it was not 
right, desirable, or even possible that Her 
Majesty’s Government should allow it to 
continue indefinitely. But while Sir 
Alfred Milner was putting forward his 
policy at the Conference, and ever since, 
there had been another policy in South 


Africa, that of the South African League 


Mr. Elliot. 
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—a policy inconsistent with the policy of 
Her Majesty’s Government. The sup- 
porters of the League and the Uitlanders 
were mainly responsible for the line taken 
by Sir Alfred Milner not being accepted. 
He regretted that a policy such as that of 
the South African League, so opposed to 
the policy of the Government, was not 
promptly repudiated by Ministers. It 
was that policy which was responsible 
for the present state of affairs and 
for the fact that the line taken by 
Sir Alfred Milner had not been ac- 
cepted. He was aware that the Duke 
of Devonshire set forth that it was 
the desire of the Cabinet to respect the 
independence of the South African Re- 
public. He believed Her Majesty’s 
Government were sincere in supporting 


‘that independence, but part of our great 


diplomatic object was to force that view 
down the throats of the Boers in spite of 
suspicious acts. 


*Mr. WANKLYN: The hon. Member, 
I fear, is under the misapprehension that 
the South African League and the South 
African Association are one body. They 
are two distinct bodies. The South 
African Association is supported by 
Peers and Members of this House, while 
the South African League is a purely 
working man’s body. 


Mr. ELLIOT said the distinction was 
immaterial to him: he had no interest 
one way or the other. His point was 
that an important body in South Africa 
put forward terms opposed to the policy of 
Her Majesty’s Government, and he for 
his part regretted that, as a matter of 
diplomacy, it had not been found 
possible to thoroughly reprobate and 
repudiate terms which were not 
only inconsistent with the policy of Her 
Majesty’s Government, but with pledges 
we had given. Another matter which 
distressed him in connection with the war 
was the appearance of almost entire agree- 
ment a few weeks ago. It was, compara- 
tively speaking, only a few days since 
that they were buoyed up with the hope 
that terms were being offered by which 
our subjects in the South African Repub- 
lic would have the franchise. This would 
have given them enormous power, and in 
five or six years they could have constitu- 
tionally won substantially everything 
desired. Let no one suppose he was a 








CO Re re re 


Le 

bu 

Ge 

ble 

ms 
Co 
W; 
ab] 
cor 
hig 
gor 
4 


sur 
the 
and 
the 
pro 
thi: 
bee’ 
all, 

in s 











209 Address in Answer to 


patience on both sides, the matters in dis- 
pute might have been brought to an 
amicable issue. Surely it was worth while 
exercising patience to avoid the terrible 
arbitrament of war. He knew that the 
Boer Government was a bad Government, 
unfit to govern an advancing and growing 
community such as that which had 
gathered in the Transvaal. But what, 
after all, was the question before 


them? To his mind it was nothing 
less than the destinies of South 
Africa. Whether or not the whole 


of South Africa would become a 
permanent part of the British Empire it 
was not for statesmen to decide. Facts 
would determine the point, but he had 
hoped that this would have been done 
without war. Of course our arms would 
be successful. His confidence was so 
great in the British troops that he couid 
leave it almost completely to those who 
were there for the moment to defeat 
“hip and thigh” every Dutch farmer in 
the colony. But this war was a detest- 
able and hateful war. Nevertheless it 
was upon us, and the Government had 
done what almost every Government 
would have done—accepted the challenge 
cast down, Those who now talked 
about arbitration talked nonsense. We 
must assert ourselves. Moreover, 
if the Government asked for twenty 
millions instead of ten millions to carry 
on the war he would vote for it. But 
what he had deprecated all through was 
a tone of excessive heat and temper. 
Let us carry through the war effectively, 
but not, as some ill-advised friends of the 
Government wished, by trying to 
blacken the character of our foes. The 
matter was now out of the hands of the 
Colonial Secretary ; it was in those of the 
War Office, and he felt quite comfort- 
able in their hands. But the time would 
come for statesmen to exercise their 
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pro-Boer, but he had hoped that, by | 
| Opposition as to the immediate duty of 
both sides of the House with respect to 


‘am sure will not do so now. 


highest talent in building up a great self- | 


governing community in South Africa. 


Smrk WILLIAM HARCOURT: I am 
sure the House will have listened with 
the attention it deserves to the thoughtful 
and statesmanlike speech just made by 
the hon. Member for Durham. I do not 


propose to occupy the time of the House | 


this afternoon with matters which have 
been sufficiently dealt with, and, above | 
all, I need not repeat what has been said 
in such admirable and eloquent terms by | 


to that war. 
attributed in this country to the opinions 
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my right hon. friend the Leader of the 


the war which is at present going on in 
South Africa. The duty, of course, of 
this House is to support the Executive 
Government in maintaining the integrity 
of the dominions of the Queen. It is a 
plain and clear duty, and will be dis- 
charged equally by this side as by that, 
and, therefore, I need say no more on 
that subject. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the House, with gentle 
humour, bantered my right hon. friend 
upon speaking with two voices. But it 
is inevitable on this subject that men 
must speak with two voices, because 
they are dealing with two separate 
and distinct matters. In one voice 
we speak in support of the Execu- 
tive Government and in defence of the 
Empire and dominions of the Queen ; but 
when we come to speak of the policy of 
Her Majesty’s Government, which I will 
not say for a moment has been the cause 
of this war, but which, at all events, 
has resulted in war, we have a right 
to speak, and must speak, in a 
different voice altogether; that is in- 
volved in the very nature of the case. 
I know it is a vulgar notion stated 
outside this House that, war having once 
broken out, we have nothing to do but to 
hold our peace and give sanction to the 
policy that led to war. That, I am sure, 
is not a doctrine that will be held by a 
responsible Minister of the Crown. The 
right hon, Gentleman opposite did not 
take that objection the other night, and I 
It is hardly 
necessary, perhaps, to refer to the 
authority of precedents upon that point, 
but, as the language is most explicit and 
most sound, I may be allowed to quote a 
sentence or two from a speech delivered 
by Lord Hartington in 1878, when, in the 
midst of the Afghan War, he supported—- 
in fact, authorised—a vote of censure on 
the policy of the Government which led 
I know the just authority 


of the Duke of Devonshire, and I may be 
excused if I read a few sentences from 
what he said on that occasion. I do not 
address these to Members in the House, 
who know what are the rights and duties 
of the House of Commons in a matter of 
this kind, but it is right that it should be 
known throughout the country that the 
conduct of an Opposition in criticising 
Second Day. 
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and, if necessary, condemning the policy 
of a Government which resulted in war is 
not unpatriotic. This is what the Duke 
of Devonshire said on the occasion I have 
referred to— 


“T trust we shall not be told that, now war 
has broken out, it is mere waste of time to go 
back to the origin of the war, and that a 
patriotic Parliament has but one duty to per- 
en, viz., to ignore the past and simply to 
support the Government which has undertaken 
the war. If it was necessary to refer to pre- 
cedents I could point to the conduct pursued 
by the Opposition at the close of the last and 
beginning of the present century in reference 
to the war with the American colonies and the 
Revolutionary wars with France. In respect 
to the first case I think, at all events, there 
is no doubt the Opposition took a wise and 
patriotic course in opposing and continuing to 
oppose the Government throughout that war.” 


Then he refers to other cases, to the case 
of 1857, when Lord Derby, as head of the 
Conservative party, carried a vote of 
censure against Lord Palmerston in the 
midst of the China war, and then he 
adds— 


“Tt is important, I think, in the situation in 
which we at present stand. If this policy had 
culminated in war without the knowledge of 
Parliament it would be strange if that fact 
should absolve the House from the duty 
of criticising the conduct of the Government. 
[ think, indeed, the very fact of war having 
broken out would cnly make the conduet of 
the Government more open to criticism.” 


These are the sound — constitutional 
principles which have governed and ought 
to govern the conduct of an Opposition. 
Supporting the Government in the carrying 
out of a war to which the country is com- 
mitted, an Opposition should not abnegate 
its duty and its functions of inquiring into 
the circumstances which have led to war. 
Therefore, Sir, if [also speak witin two 
voices in this matter, 1 must ask the 
Leader of the House to excuse it. 
I do not propose to go into a very 
minute examination of all the complica- 
tions of these negotiations, which are 
puzzling enough. The Leader of the 
House has claimed, and no doubt he was 
entitled to do so, and it is natural he 
should claim, that the course of the 
Government throughout the whole of the 
negotiations was that which naturally and 
properly tended toa peaceful solution. The 
right hon. Gentleman is perfectly entitled 
to take that position, but we do not accept 
that view of the subject ; on the contrary, 
we believe that there are circumstances, 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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| salient circumstances—not in small details, 
| but in the character of the whole transac- 
| tions—which, in our opinion at least, have 
| not tended to a peaceable solution, though 
| I am not charging it against the Govern- 
/ment—I desire to say I make no such 
| charge—that their object was to. avoid a 
| peaceable solution. I make no charge of 
| that kind at all. Meeting here in October, 
we, as the Leader of the Opposition has 
_said, are entitled to take up the case as it 
was left in July before Parliament was 
_prorogued. Then, as the Leader of the 
| House has said, expectations were enter- 
|tained by the Government, and hopes 
'were held out to the House and the 
country, that we were on the eve of a 
satisfactory and peaceable solution. Since 
‘that time a few short months have 
elapsed, and we find ourselves em- 
barked upon war, and we have « right to 
ask what are the circumstances which 
have so changed the situation since last 
July that all the hopes of peace you held 
forth have been disappointed, and we find 
ourselves actually embarked upon this 
disastrous, calamitous war. Let me take 
another point upon which we are all 
agreed. We are agreed that it was right 
on the part of the Government to press 
for reforms in the administration of 
affairs in the South African Republic ; 
that isa matter common to us all. I know 
no one who denies that. You did press, and 
you rightly pressed, for reforms, but the 
Leader of the House last night used 
a phrase—he is not in the habit of 
using unnecessarily violent phrases, we 
all acknowledge—but he astonished me 
when he said that the present situation was 
due to the “criminal obstinacy” of the 
Transvaal Government. Criminal ob- 
stinacy! Why, in one of his despatches 
the Colonial Secretary says— 

**Qne proposal after another has been an 
advance and concession upon what has been 
made before.” 


Where is the “criminal obstinacy”? In 
last July what was the statement made by 
the Colonial Secretary ? It was about a 
month after the Bloemfontein Conference 
had separated without arriving at any 
conclusion when the right hon. Gentleman 
said proposals had been made which 
offered the hope of a satisfactory settle- 
ment. Is that criminal obstinacy? In 
my opinion, there is no justification for say- 
ing there has been obstinate resistance to 
reform. [“Oh, oh!”] It is my opinion ; allow 
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me to state the grounds of that opinion. In 
the first place, there is this fact. Within 
a month or so of the Bloemfontein Con- 
ference the South African Republic 
actually passed a law which is described 
in the despatch of the Colonial Secretary 


of, I think, July 27th, in these words: | 


“that it differs only by two years from 
the proposals of Sir Alfred 


Milner.” | 
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Those are his actual words in the 
despatch. 
THE SECRETARY or STATE For | 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I beg the right hon. 
Gentleman’s pardon. 
tain—I speak only from memory—but I 
am under the impression that the words 
were, “ Differs only by two years as re- 
gards the franchise.” 


SIR 


that time the only demand was the fran- | 


chise. [Mr. Chamberlain was understood 


to dissent.] Very well, I will take it as | 


regards the franchise. Nobody will deny 
that the main demand made at Bloemfon- 
tein was the franchise, and that was the 
question before the public mind. Sir 
Alfred Milner said he considered the 
franchise as a method of redressing the 
grievances of the Uitlanders. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman does not object to 
my interrupting him ; if he does, I will 
not do so again. He is not quite correct. 
What Sir Alfred Milner asked for then, 
and what we have continuously asked for 
since up to the last moment when the 


I am not quite cer- | 
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[inquiry was because it was thought it 
| committed the Transvaal Government too 
much to the idea that another Power 
had a_ right, with themselves, to 
determine what the franchise should 
be. However, when we are on “crimi- 
nal obstinacy,” let me observe that 
this objection made by the Transvaal 
Government was afterwards withdrawn 
and a joint inquiry was agreed to. That 
is not criminal obstinacy. Step by step 
on all these points it will be found, not 
perhaps always proprio motu by President 
Kruger, but due to the wise advice of the 
Government of the Free State and of 
Cape Colony, there was, up to the very 
last moment before you shut the door 
upon these discussions, yielding to pres- 
sure. I am going to state my reasons for 
that opinion, and [ maintain that it is an 
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WILLIAM HARCOURT: At. absolutely incorrect and unjust statement 


to say that the Government of the Trans- 
vaal have with criminal obstinacy refused 
all reforms in regard to the administration 
of the South African Republic. Now, 


| Sir, the first proposal—or I should not 


| call it a proposal——the first act, on the 


part of the Transvaal Government was 


the passing of this franchise law. 
That was accepted as primd facie satis- 
factory by the Colonial Secretary, subject 
to inquiry ; and he thereupon proceeded 
in August to propose that a joint inquiry 
should be appointed. Before the negotia- 
tions with reference to that settlement had 
been concluded there occurred what I will 
call the interlude of the proposal of 


| August—the proposal of a five years 


negotiations were broken off by the Boer | 


ultimatum, was such substantial and im- 
mediate representation of the Uitlander 
population as would enable them to work 
out their own salvation. 


Strr WILLIAM HARCOURT : 


I en- 


tirely accept that, and Iwas going to) 


proceed to say that a proposal was made 


—in fact, a law was passed by the Volks- | 
raad—which law in regard to the fran- | 


chise only differed by two years from the 
proposal of Sir Alfred Milner, and subject 
to inquiry as to its efficiency. It is per- 
fectly true that at the time the Govern- 
ment of the Transvaal objected to that 
inquiry—not, as I think the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman who moved _ the 


Address said, because they were afraid | 


inquiry would show the franchise to he 


franchise. The Government of the Trans- 
vaal were indisposed to the joint inquiry 
for the reasons which I have stated, and 
they consulted with the British Agent, 
Mr. Conyngham Greene, as to whether or 
not it was practicable to interject another 
alternative ; and they took the precaution 
of inquiring whether the British Govern- 
ment would consider this alternative pro- 
posal as a refusal of the proposal for a 
joint inquiry. I do not enter into the 
question of the unfortunate misunder- 
standing upon that subject ; but I confess 
that my view of it is that the Transvaal 
Government were under the full impres- 
sion that they were making an offer which 
would be readily accepted. I believe 
that is unquestionably the fact. This 
offer is admitted to have been a fully 
satisfactory offer, because it was proposed 


afterwards by the Government themselves, 


insufficient ; the objection to a joint | as being a solution of the franchise ques- 
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tion ; but it was accompanied by certain 
conditions. What were those conditions, 
because that is very material ? They were, 
first, that the British Government should 
agree “that the present intervention shall 
not form a precedent for future similar 
action.” Is that a very unreasonable 
condition ? [Ministerial cries of “ Yes.”] 
You think so, but I do not, and I will tell 
you my reason for not thinking so. 
Secondly, “that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will not further insist upon the 
assertion of the suzerainty, the contro- 
versy on this subject being allowed tacitly 
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to drop.” I call attention to this, and [| 


wish the right hon. Gentleman particu- 
larly to observe this, because in one 
despatch it is stated that this offer was 
made conditional upon the British Go- 
vernment’s acceptance of the allegation 
by the Transvaal Government that they 
were an independent international sove- 
reign State. That isnot so, They never 
made that condition to their offer of 
August, and it is an inaccurate statement 
to say that they made that one of the 
conditions. The thirdcondition laid down 
was “ that arbitration, from which foreign 
element other than the Orange Free State 
is to be excluded, will be conceded as 
soon as the franchise scheme has become 
law.” That is hardly a matter of con- 
troversy ; there was really very little 
difference on that subject ; I do not know 
whether it is considered that that was 
altered by the subsequent telegram 
in which the Transvaal Govern- 
ment state that in future we are 
“not to interfere in the internal 
affairs of the South African Republic and 
not to insist further on the existence of 
the suzerainty.” Gentlemen opposite say 
that it was a monstrous thing on the part 
of the Transvaal Government to demand 
that they should have some assurance 
that this intervention in the matter of 
the franchise should not be made a prece- 
dent for future normal intervention in 
their affairs. It is pefectly true, as has 
been said in this controversy, that Presi- 
dent Kruger and his Government enter- 
tained the opinion that they were entitled 
to absolute autonomy in the administra- 
tion of their own affairs ; that that was 
guaranteed to them ; and that that was 
what we meant in speaking of their inde- 
pendence. Then I ask, Where did 


President Kruger learn that opinion ? 
Who were his teachers, and from whom 
did he derive that impression ? 


Sir William Harcourt. 


I suppose | 
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‘that he had access to the statements of 
the Colonial Secretary, and that he had 
read, marked, and inwardly digested 
them. This is what the Colonial Secre- 
tary said in this House three years 
ago— 

‘In some quarters the idea is put forward 
that the Government ought to have issued an 
ultimatum to President Kruger—an ultimatum 
which would tates | have been rejected and 
which must have led to war. Sir, I do not 
propose to discuss such a contingency as that. 
A war in South Africa would be one of the 
most serious wars that could possibly be 
waged. It would be in the nature of a civil 
war. It would be a long war, a bitter war, 
and a costly war.” 


[Ministerial interruptions.] Yes, I know 
that this passage is familiar to the House, 
but you must remember it is familiar also 
to President Kruger. 

“Tt would leave behind it the embers of 
strife which I believe generations would hardly 
be long enough to extinguish. . . . To go 
to war with President Kruger, in order to 
foree upon him reforms in the internal affairs 
of his State, with which successive Secretaries 
of State standing in this place have repudiated 
all right of interference—that would have 
been a course of action as immoral as it would 
have been unwise. , In the last ,com- 
munication I sent to the President, I defined 
what I conceived to be our rights in the 
matter. [said we did not claim, and never 
had claimed, the right to interfere in the in- 
ternal affairs of the Transvaal ; but we did 
claim, both as representing the interests of our 
fellow-subjects in the Transvaal, and as the 
paramount Power in South Africa, responsi- 
bility for the security of the whole country, to 
make friendly representations to him and to 
give him friendly advice, as much in his in- 
terest as in our own.” 

That is the view, no doubt, that President 
Kruger and the Government of the Trans- 
vaal took of their position—that we had 
never claimed the right by force to dictate 
to them in regard to their internal affairs. 
We did claim the right to give them 
friendly advice in the interests of South 
Africa, and in the interests of our 
fellow-subjects there. But that is not 
all. This doctrine of the Colonial Secre- 
tary did not commend itself to the 
ardent soul of the hon. Member for 
the Ecclesall Division of Sheffield, who 
,spoke last night, and who attacked 
most violently the Colonial Secretary for 
the principles which he had laid down. 
The Colonial Secretary then said— 
“What is the alternative? What is the 
policy which the hon. Gentleman would put 
forward if he were standing here in my place? 
What would be the policy of the hon. Member 
for Sheffield as Colonial Secretary?” Well, the 
hon. Member forSheftield claimed lastnight the 
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character of consistency, and I grant it to him 
readily. “ We know what it would be. He would 
send, in the first place, an ultimatum to Presi- 
dent Kruger that unless the reforms which he 
specified were granted by a particular date the 
British Government would interfere by force. 
Then, 1 suppose, he would come here and ask 
this House for a vote of £10,000,000 or £20,000,000 
—it does not matter particularly which—and 
would send an army of 10,000 men, at the very 
least, to force President Kruger to grant 


{18 OcToBER 1899} 


reforms in a State in regard to which not only | 


this Government, but successive Secretaries 
of State have pledged themselves repeatedly 
that they would have nothing to do with its 
internal affairs.” 


Do you suppose that that language is not 
known to the Government of the Trans- 
vaal? Do you suppose that from that 
language they may not have derived the 
impression of their immunity from inter- 
vention and the completeness of their 
autonomy ? Having described the Colo- 
nial policy of the Member for the Ecclesall 
Division, the Colonial Secretary finally 
added, “That is the policy of the hon. 
Gentleman. That is not my policy.” In 
regard to consistency, I must give 
credit to the hon. Member, which I can 
hardly accord to the present Colonial 
Secretary. There were remarkable state- 
ments in that speech. The right hon. 
Gentleman stated that not only this 
Government, but successive Secretaries of 
State had repeatedly pledged themselves 
not to interfere in the internal affairs of 
the Transvaal. There is nothing said 
here about suzerainty, or even para- 
mountcy. This is very important, because 
it describes a traditional and consecutive 
policy, not one arising simply out 
of the Raid. It has been the defi- 
nite declaration of policy on the part 
of the Government of the Queen. 
It was in the year 1890, I think, that those 
changes in the franchise were made in the 
South African Republic to which such 
great attention has been paid, and I believe 





| There could not be a more searching 
| question than that put to a responsible 
/Government. This is the answer which 
Mr. W. H. Smith made. It is marked 
with a star in Hansard, indicating that it 
| was a carefully considered answer, and to 
those who, like myself, have some ex- 
perience of the manner in which answers 
of this kind are made, I venture to say 
that it was founded on the advice of the 
law officers of the Crown. Mr. Smith 
said in reply— 

“The Convention of London made in 1884 
between Her Majesty and the South African 
Republic contains no express reservation of 
the Queen’s right of suzerainty, 

—they did not know, apparently, that 
the preamble was in it— 
and although Her Majesty retains under the 


| Convention the power of refusing to sanction 


treaties made by the South African Republic 
with foreign States and nations, and with 
certain native tribes, it is a cardinal principle 


/of that settlement that the internal govern- 


ment and legislation of the South African 
Republic shall not be interfered with.” 
This is the “language of successive 
Secretaries of State” upon which the 
Colonial Secretary founded himself in 
1896. Then he applies himself to the 
question of the franchise, which was a 
burning question at that time— | 

‘*No persons, whether British subjects or 
otherwise, can at present obtain the franchise 
within the South African Republic unless they 
make a declaration of allegiance to it, which 
involves to a considerable extent the renuncia- 


| tion within the Republic of their national 


I am correct in saying that the Govern- | 


ment of Lord Salisbury, then in office, 
made no protest against those changes. 
But at all events, on February 25th, 
1890, this question was put in the House 
of Commons— 


“Mr. E. HARDCASTLE: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
suzerainty of the Transvaal was retained 
by the British Crown when the troops were 
withdrawn from that country; what is the 
nature and value of that suzerainty; and 
whether, under it, British subjects, who are 
said already to outnumber the Boers, are 
entitled to the franchise,” 





rights and obligations as subjects of the 
Queen.” 

That is one of the successive Government 
statements upon this subject. Now I 
come to one in which | am more parti- 
cularly interested, because it was in the 
Government of which I was a member in 
1895, and when I stood in the place of 
the present Leader of the House. It was 
a statement made on behalf of the Govern- 
ment of Lord Rosebery ; it was a state- 
ment, carefully considered, on the Address, 
by my hon. friend who was then Under- 
Secretary for the Colonies; it was the 


| statement of the Colonial Office and the 


Government of 1895. It was this— 

“A principle had been laid down very 
clearly and definitely by the late Government 
in a sentence with which the present Govern- 
ment feel themselves in accord.” 

He then read the answer of Mr. W. H. 
Smith, which I need not trouble the 
House with again. 

‘“‘ That was the interpretation of the existing 

relations between England and the Transvaal, 
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which he thought very clearly laid down the 
rinciples to guide our conduct in the matter. 

hough ”—mark this—‘they might differ 
from the way in which the Transvaal carried 
out their principles of administration, he did 
not see that in existing circumstances the 
Government had the right to forcibly interfere 
in regard to these questions.” 


“There we have again the tradition, the 


{COMMONS} 


statement of the relations under the Con- | 


vention of 1884 of the British Govern- 


ment to the Government of the Trans- 


yaal. Can you wonder, then, after read- 
ing those statements, that the Govern- 


ment of the Transvaal and President | 


Kruger were firmly convinced that 
“beyond friendly representations there was 
no right forcibly to interfere and impose 
upon them the will of the British Govern- 
ment in respect to their internal adminis- 
tration? That is my answer to the objec- 
tions that were taken, apparently by 
Gentlemen opposite, to my statement 
that it was not unreasonable that, when 
the Government of the Transvaal did 
agree practically to all you had asked for 
at Bloemfontein in regard to the fran- 
chise, you should give them an assurance 
that you did not intend that to be a 
regular course of proceeding, that you did 
not claim a general right of intervention 
—I do not care whether under the 


name of suzerainty, or paramountcy, or | 
had been found that they were right and 


anything else—that you were not going 
to deprive them of that autonomy which 
they possess, and that you should give 
them an assurance that it was not to be 
made a precedent. That is why I say 


| 
| 


that in my opinion, if you objected to | 


the particular form in which those con- 


ditions were stated, you might have | 
‘the very last have refused to go into the 


modified their form, but that it was 
absolutely unnecessary to have rejected 
the conditions summarily. That is the 
view I have always taken on the matter, 
and I have deeply regretted that the 
proposals of August 19th were rejected. 
Though I desire to say nothing which 
would be personally disagreeable or offen- 
sive to the right hon. Gentleman, I must 
permit myself to say that, having this 
offer before him—the best offer that had 
heen made, an offer far in advance of any 
of those that had been previously made— 
I regret that he should have thought it 
right and necessary, in a speech just 
after that offer had been made, 
before it had been discussed or an 
official 
it, to 


denounce it to the public. 


answer had been’ sent to/| 
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kind was likely to conduce to a favourable 
and peaceful settlement. These were 
negotiations which had then reached a 
most promising point, and the conse- 
quence was that this offer of five years 
franchise was rejected, that is to say, it 
was rejected because the conditions 
attached to it were sneered at and re. 
jected. That is the reason why it came 
to an end. The right hon. Gentleman 
will say that he did not reject them, but 
when you make a man an offer subject to 
conditions, and you refuse the conditions, 
it is practically a rejection. So perished, 


unhappily, the offer of August 19. Then, 
what is the position of things? I have 


already mentioned that the Government 
of the Transvaal reserved their right to 
return upon the proposal of the right hon. 
Gentleman himself—that is, to accept 
the franchise law primd fucic as a basis of 
settlement subject to inquiry. In point 
of fact, they said, “ We reserve our right 
to revert to our former conditions, which 
you accepted, and now we are ready to 
go on with an examination into the con- 
dition of things under the existing law.” 
I have never understood why the Govern- 
ment so much objected to that. They 
say they convinced themselves without 
this inquiry that it was insufficient. But 
if they had gone into this inquiry, and it 


that the provisions were insufficient, they 
would have convinced al] the world that 
they were right in rejecting them. No 
harm could come from that. They would 
have proved to the world what they have 
not yet proved—the insufficient nature of 
those proposals. Why they should at 


inquiry I have never been able to under- 
stand. I want now to say, without 
going more into detail, that I think 
it was a great misfortune that you 
did not carry to an issue the negotiations 


‘upon the five years franchise with its 


|led to the final breach. 


‘conditions, because you might have modi- 
| fied these conditions, or might have shown 
'to Mr. Kruger or, if not to him, to the 
world that they were unreasonable. You 


might have done the same with reference 
to the seven years franchise. But I want 
to come to the material point—to what 
On September 
16 the Government of the Transvaal sent 
a despatch to the British Government, in 
which they pressed again that the Joint 
Commission of Inquiry should be ap- 


-1 confess I do not think language of that | pointed in order to investigate whether 
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| andI confess I could not understand that he 


not sufficient. They said that their con-| gave any answer to the question why 
dition was the dropping of the suzerainty. | those proposals were never made and why 
Well, Sir, I believe that everybody is|they have never been put before the 
pretty well convinced now that the | Government of the Transvaal or before 


suzerainty was dropped in 1884. |‘ No, 
no ”] Well, “successive Secretaries of 
State” have, at all events, been under 
that impression. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Never, | 


never. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: Will, 


you produce the opinions of the law 
officers of the Crown ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I-do not, 


know what they are, but I will produce 
if you like the opinion of your own 
Secretary of State for the Colonies. 


Sr WILLIAM 


suzerainty was, I venture to say, never 
put forward as a basis of action. I may 
be mistaken in that; if I am the right 
hon. Gentleman will correct me, but my 
belief is that the suzerainty was never 
put forward in an_ official document 
addressed to Mr. Kruger until it was put 
forward by the right hon. Gentleman in 
the despatch of October, 1897. I may be 
wrong in that, but at all events that is 
my impression. However that may be, 
Her Majesty’s Government dropped on 
suzerainty, and said that their offer of the 
five years’ franchise had not put out of 
court the original joint inquiry, and it is 
also important to note that they said 
they would agree to a conference upon 
other matters that had been proposed. 
Very well; then comes the really critical 
point which led immediately to the 
breach — namely, the despatch of 
September 22, in which Her Majesty’s 
Government declined to go on with any 
discussion upon the franchise at all. 
They said it is “useless to further pur- 
sue a discussion on the lines hitherto 
followed.” That meant that they would 
not discuss in a Joint Commission the 
sufficiency of the franchise already 
granted. They said they would “ formu- 
late their own proposals for a final settle- 
ment,” and that they would communicate 
te result of their deliberations in a later 
despatch. Mark, that was on September 
22. Now my right hon. Friend the 
Leader of the Opposition put this point 
very definitely to the Leader of the House, 


HARCOURT: I. 


know what his opinion is; but, Sir, the | 


| the House of Commons. A very remark- 
able point in connection with this dis- 
cussion and the breach that has taken 
place is the application on the part of 
_ the President of the Free State pressing 
to have these proposals of Her Majesty’s 
Government communicated. President 
Steyn said if they were so communicated 
there was a good chance of peace. The 
right hon. Gentleman looks incredulous. 
He knows what the proposals are, and I 
do not. But what we were told by the 
Duke of Devonshire was that they were 
| most moderate proposals, and that if they 
were known they would remove any 
suspicion on the part of the Transvaal 
Government that there was any intention 
to invade their independence. If that 
is a true account of them, it was most 
important that they should be known. 
You shut one door; the least you could 
do would have been to have opened 
another—another door for peace ; another 
door for moderate proposals ; proposals 
which, according to the Duke of Devon- 
shire, were so moderate that they would 
have reassured President Kruger and the 
Government of the Transvaal that their 
independence would not be impaired. 
Where are these proposals? This was 
on September 28 when we are coming 
to the very point of the breach. Your 
great object ought to have been to have 
kept the Free State with you, and here 
you have the President of the Free State 
entreating you to communicate your 
proposals. This is what the President 
says— 

“* His Government are still prepared to tender 
their services to further the interests of 
peace, and to continue in their endeavour 
to procure a satisfactory solution of exist- 
ing difficulties on fair and reasonable lines. 
The Free State, however,” the President 
added, “feel themselves hampered now as in 
the past by a want of knowledge as to the 
definite objects and extent of the desires and 
demands of the British Government, com- 
pliance with which that Government consider 
themselves entitled to insist on, and as to the 
grounds on which that insistence is based.” 
Then the President ended by saying 
that— 

“There is a great deal of irritation caused 
by the accumulation of troops on the frontier 
of the Free State and of the ‘Transvaal 
Republic, and by these demands which are 
threatened but which are not known, and that. 
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they would be glad to be favoured with the 
views of Her Majesty’s Government on the 
points raised herein, and more particularly 
as to the precise nature and scope of the con- 
cessions or measures the adoption whereof Her 
Majesty’s Government consider themselves 
entitled to claim, or which they suggest as 
being necessary or sufficient to insure a satis- 
factory and permanent solution of existing 
differences between them and the South 
African Republic, while at the same time pro- 
viding a means of settlement of others that 
may arise in the future.” 


Now, there you have a demand on the 
part of the Free State, against whom you 
had no complaint to make, to be informed 
of your demands, and tendering their good 
offices, and asking that in the meantime 
you would not press on with your forces on 
their frontier. What is the answer to 
that? The answer is this—that the very 
next day the Colonial Secretary  tele- 
graphed to Sir A. Milner to say that— 

“ Her Majesty’s Government have been com- 
pelled to formulate their own popes for a 
final settlement which will shortly be com- 
municated to the Government of the South 
African Republic.” 


Address in Answer to 


That is a very good answer. Then the 
State Secretary— that is to say, -the 
Transvaal Government, likewise asked that 
they might be informed as to the decision 
the British Cabinet had taken. On 
October 1, five days after the Cabinet had 
announced that they were going to 
formulate proposals, this is the answer 
sent by the Colonial Secretary to Sir A. 
Milner :— 

“The despatch of Her Majesty’s Govern- 


ment is being prepared ; it will be some days | 


before it is ready.” 

What a most extraordinary thing! [“ Oh! 
oh.”| Yes, when you are telling the people 
that the sands are running out! You shut 
one door of negotiation and say that you 
have not made up your minds as to what 
demands you should make on the other side, 
and that it would take some days before 
you could consider them. They had five 
days. How many days, when the sands 
were running out, did Her Majesty’s 
Government require to make up their 
minds as to what were the demands they 
were going to make? It is nearly a 
month since you announced you would 
draw up these proposals. What are they ! 
When the Duke of Devonshire comes 
forward and says that they were such 
reasonable proposals that they would 
satisfy the Government of the Transvaal 
that they did not impair their autonomy, 
we have a right to know them. You have 
no right to involve the British nation in 

Sir William Harcourt. 
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| war and keep it in the dark as to the 
| proposals which you were prepared to 
make. « Now what is the situation? You 
had shut one door and refused to open 
the other. Well, the Orange Free State 
was naturally anxious, and on October 5, 
ten days after your announcement was 
made, President Steyn wrote— 


“T see no reason why such proposals should 
not be forthcoming, and I myself am prepared 
actively to assist in bringing about the indi- 
cated and desirable result. I must, however, 
point out that it seems to me that it would be 
most difficult to attempt to make friendly 
proposals or to continue to negotiate while 
the armed forces on both sides remain in 
menacing positions.” 

At the end of his despatch, President 
Steyn says— 

“ T would be further prepared to aid, if possible, 
in formulating, and heartily to assist in dealing 
with and supporting, all reasonable proposals 
which shall possess the elements of finality, 
and give the assurance of a lasting peace. A 
reply to my request made in the last para- 
graph of the telegraphic despatch ot September 
27 would enable me to judge how far it would 
be possible for me to continue the negotiations.” 


Then on October 5, President Steyn again 
telegraphed, demanding that he should 
be informed whether he could find it 
possible to support the proposals to be 
made, and to press them upon the Trans- 
vaal Government. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes; but as 
a preliminary, he said that the British 
troops must be withdrawn before it was 
possible for him to give assistance. I 
think the right hon. Gentleman will find, 
if he looks at the Blue Book, that Presi- 
dent Steyn said it would not be a possible 
thing for him to interfere unless we with- 
drew our troops. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
right hon. Gentleman will have an 


opportunity of correcting me. But, Sir, 
what was the answer to President Steyn’s 
request? There was no communication 
of a proposal, but—I think two days after 
that final appeal of the President of the 
Free State to be informed of what 
the demands of the British Government 
were—the Reserves were called out. 
That was the only answer to the offer of 
the Free State to act the part of a friendly 
mediator if we would only inform them 
what terms we were prepared to accept. 
Can you wonder that under these circum- 
| stances you have alienated the Free State ? 
| Why should you have refused to tell them 
| the reasonable terms upon which you were 
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prepared to take your stand? In my | 


opinion I see in these circumstances 
the immediate cause of the breach that 
took place. I can see no reason myself 
why you should not have gone on with 
the inquiry by Joint Commission. I can 
see no reason why these fair and reason- | 
able proposals which would have com- 
mended themselves to all mankind should 
not have been made known. I cannot 
conceive why you should have rejected 
the good offices of the Free State. It is 
quite true that Sir A. Milner said that the 
Free State would be glad to receive any 
proposals from you, but was it rational 
that they should make proposals when 
you had shut the door on their proposals, 
and when you had said that you were pre- 
pared to make your own proposals backed 
up by calling out the Reserves? That made 
the situation almost impossible. The Duke 
of Devonshire says that we were always 
desirous of respecting the independence 
of the Transvaal ? I should like to know 
what is meant by respecting the independ- 
ence of the Transvaal. Does it or does 
it not mean a claim—and this is the real 
question—in respect of paramountcy, that 
you have a right, in spite of the Conven- 


tion of 1884, to interfere when you 
please, and to whatever extent you 
please, and in’ what manner you 
please with the Government and 
administration of the whole of South 


Africa?  Paramountcy is alleged not 
merely with reference to the Transvaal ; 
it includes, of course, the Free State. 
The general paramountey of South Africa 
means the paramountcy over everyone in 
South Africa, and I suppose over Portugal 
too. How do you use general words of 
this kind? If you tell the Free State 
that you are so paramount that you can 
do what you like in any part of South 
Africa, what becomes of the independence 
of their Republic? You must see that, 
employed in the sense in which you use 
it, paramountcy is a contradiction of 
independence ; the two terms are opposed 
one to the other. We are, therefore, 
bound to ask the Government what is the 
character of the independence in South | 
Africa which the Duke of Devonshire says 
that they have always respected. These 
are matters upon which we have a right 
to ask explanations of the Government. 
There is another point which has been 
agreed upon by both sides. We are 
agreed that there ought to have been 
pressure for reforms. There has been | 
pressure, and there has been made a great ' 
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advance in that direction. I believe 
more could have been done if only we 
had persevered. We are all agreed that 


‘this is a deplorable war which everyone 


would wish to avoid; but we have a 


right to ask the Government why, when 


their pressure had succeeded to a consider- 
able extent, they did not continue in the 
path which led to peace, where they 
might have hoped for further concessions ; 
and why it was that having coneluded 
they would not pursue those lines they 
did not state what the alternative was 
that they proposed in place of it. These 
are questions we are entitled to ask. 
This right of interference is sometimes 
stated as if it was an_ international 
law right which every State has to 
protect its subjects in another country. 
That is not what is meant by paramountey. 
The two ideas are totally distinet. Para- 
mountcy is a right to interfere as a 
superior over a subordinate State; the 
other is a right of interference which 
every State has in regard to its own sub- 
jects ; but no one has ever pretended that 
the international law right of intervention 
in favour of subjects gives you a right to 
demand particular laws of a_ political 
character, of naturalisation, of franchise, 
or anything of the kind. — I observe that 
the Prime Minister has undertaken, I 
think in rather a half-hearted way, a 
defence of what is sometimes called the 
new diplomacy. I think as a past master 


' whose skill in that respect we all recog- 


nise and admire that Lord Salisbury him- 
self is rather in favour of that which he 
says is certainly more favourable to 
diplomatic success. What is diplomatic 
success? Diplomatic success is the 
removing of friction, the smoothing of pre- 
judices, and the pursuing peace by 
methods which are likely to bring about 
that end. That is the art of the old 
diplomacy. In fencing matches we all 
admit that Lord Salisbury is a master of 
the rapier ; that he prefers the use of the 
rapier to the bludgeon. But the Prime 
Minister made this defence of the new 
diplomacy ; he said it might sometimes 
be desirable, even at the expense of 
diplomatic success, to secure for yourself 
popular support. That is a valuable 
thing, but how is it likely to be gained % 
You may gain it, of course, by appealing 
to the passions and the prejudices of the 
people, of the South African League, of 
the Rhodes party, of the press who are 
the admirers of the Raid. But then 
you must remember that you obtain 


H Second Day. 














997 


aal 


Address in Answer to 


{COMMONS} 





the Queen’s Speech. 228 


popular support at the expense of any the moment and in the manner in which 


chance of conciliating or settling with | 
your adversary, which is the real object of | 
diplomacy. You cannot have the two 
things ; and if you are appealing in that | 
way for popular support by publications 
of this kind, by the publication of | 
exasperating notes and irritating speeches, 
what chance have you of arriving at a| 
settlement ? In my opinion, if you pur- 
chase popular support in the way which 
the Prime Minister 


seems to think is a| 


| it was used—in the position of having a 
“clean slate.” For my part, at least, I 
must dissociate myself altogether from 
responsibility of any kind for the measures 
which have led up to this war; and 
while I am prepared, as I am sure every 
|Member is prepared, to support the 
Government of the Queen in the unhappy 
conflict in which we are engaged, I must 
decline to bear any share of responsibility 
in the course of transactions which have 


democratic virtue—I do not know that | led to it. 


he shares the view largely himself—but if | 


democratic diplomacy means the cultiva- 
tion of popular arts at the expense of 


seeking to soothe the asperities and to 
remove the hostilities of nations, it is a | 


bad look out for the cause of peace now 
and hereafter. What happens by peblica- 
tions of this kind? You set at work all 
sorts of influences which make it difficult 
for you to do what you yourselves desire. 
When a proposal is made, and there is 
not much difference between you, you let 
loose all the men who do not desire peace 
to embarrass the settlement of that 
question and the removal of difficulties, 
and you bring about exactly what you 
do not desire—a lamentable and most 
shameful war. I am not here pretending 
to justify the conduct of the Boer 
Government. I think it is to be 
condemned. I think that the ultimatum 
they'sent forth no words can be too strong | 
to condemn. But thatis their affair. We 
have to look to what concerns us, to 
scrutinize carefully the conduct of onr 
own Government, and to satisty our- 
selves that in every respect it 
has been that which was most conducive 
to the cause of peace. On that sub- 
ject I confess, having examined this 
matter as carefully as I can, I am _ not 
satisfied. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary will have the oppor- 
tunity, as we know he has the ability, to 
state the case of the Government and to 
state the case for himself with reference 
to the conduct of these transactions. I 

have imperfectly endeavoured to lay 
before the House reasons why I think | 
there are points in these transactions | 
which might have been differently con- | 
ducted, and if they had been so conducted 
would have led to a different issue. At 
all events, until I have heard the explana- 
tions to be given by the right hon. 

Gentleman, I must remain of the opinion | 
that we are not, in the phrase of Sir A. | 

Milner—an unfortunate phrase, I think, at ' 


Sir William Harcourt. 





| what are the speeches which he 
| siders have been delivered or sent in the 


| a provocative character. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I rise only 
| for the purpose of asking a question and 
'of making a motion. The question I wish 
| to ask is of the right hon. Gentleman who 
| has just sat down. I desire very fully to 
reply to the serious argument which he 
has brought forward, in regard to the 
tone and substance of which I have no 
possible complaint to make ; but in order 


'that I may answer it fully I would 
ask him now to be good enough to 
isay what are the despatches and 


con- 


course of these negotiations which are of 
He has referred 
to one speech—the speech in which | 
spoke of the sands running down, and I 
assume that I may take that as one of 
those which in his opinion come within 
this category. But what other speech 
and what despatch is there to which he 
desires to call my attention? Having 
asked this question, I beg to move that 
the Debate be now adjourned. 

Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: I will 
answer the right hon. Gentleman at once. 
The speech | referred to is, [ think, known 
to every one as the Highbury speech. 
The other speech has been so fully 
referred to by my hon. friend the Mem 
ber for Mid Glamorgan that I did not 
think it necessary to go into it in more 
detail. Then, of course, I meant the 
publication of Sir Alfred  Milner’s 
despatch, which I confess occurred to me, 
and did present itself to my mind as un- 
necessarily introducing irritating topics 
into the discussion. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: 
you. 

Debate adjourned till to-morrow. 


In pursuance of the Order of the 
House of this day, Mr. Speaker adjourned 
the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 
after Five of the clock. 


Thank 





by the Member. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 19th October 1899. 





SOUTH AFRICAN AFFAIRS—EMBODI- 
MENT OF THE MILITIA—MESSAGE 
FROM THE QUEEN. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp SEC- 
RETARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (THE MARQUESS OF SALIS- 
BURY): My Lords, I have to lay before 
the House the following gracious Message 
from Her Majesty— 

“The state of affairs in South Africa having 
constituted in the opinion of Her Majesty a 
ease of great emergency within the meaning 
of the Act of Parliament, Her Majesty deems | 
it —— to provide additional means for the | 
military service, and therefore has thought it | 
right to communicate to the House of Lords | 
that Her Majesty is, by proclamation, about | 
to order the embodiment of Militia, and to call | 
out Her Militia Reserve Force, or such part | 
thereof as Her Majesty shall think necessary, 
for permanent service.” 

In answer to that Message it is usual for | 
the House to vote an Address, and as, | 
owing to the different arrangement of | 
business in the two Houses, that proceed- | 
ing was given notice of yesterday and is | 
now going on in the House of Commons, | 
I think I shall best consult your Lord- | 
ships’ convenience by moving that the 
Message be considered immediately. 





Moved, That Her Majesty’s gracious 
Message be taken into consideration 
forthwith. 


| 

| 

The same was agreed to, and the said | 
Message considered accordingly. | 


Then it was moved “That an humble | 
Address be presented to Her Majesty 
thanking Her Majesty for her most | 
gracious Message communicating to this | 
House Her Majesty’s intention to cause 
the Militia to be embodied, and the | 
Militia Reserve Force, or such part thereof 
as Her Majesty may think necessary, to 
be forthwith called out for permanent | 
service.” Agreed to, nemine dissentiente. 

Ordered that the said Address be pre- 
sented to Her Majesty by the Lords with | 
White Staves. 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY. 


Memorandum showing the principal 
heads of expenditure provided for in the 
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Army Supplementary Estimate required in 
consequence of the military situation in 
South Africa. 


VENEZUELA. No. 7 (1899) (BOUNDARY 
BETWEEN THE COLONY OF BRITISH 
GUIANA AND THE UNITED STATES 
OF VENEZUELA). 

Award of the Tribunal of Arbitration 
constituted under Article I. of the 
Treaty of Arbitration signed at Wash- 
ington on February 2, 1897, between 
Great Britain and the United States of 
Venezuela. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION 
(PROCEEDINGS) 
Returns for the months of July and 
August, 1899. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

I. Treasury Minutes, dated respec- 
tively August 5, September 2, 
and September 28, 1899, declar- 
ing that R. D. Herring, Legation 
constable, Peking Consular ser- 
vice, Mr. Hanmer Lewis Dupuis, 
formerly clerk, Tangier Mission, 
and Mary Bryne, sub-postmistress, 
Beaumaris, were appointed with- 
out civil service certificates 
through inadvertence on the part 
of the heads of their departments. 


II. Treasury Minute, dated September 
20, 1899, granted a retired allow- 
ance to Mr. Charles Lewis James, 
assistant clerk in the Local 
Government Board, under section 
2 of the Superannuation Act, 
1887. 


POLLING DISTRICTS—ORDERS MADE. 

1. By the County Council of the 

county palatine of Lancaster, 

altering certain polling districts in 

the parliamentary division of 
Westhoughton. 

2. By the Council of the County 
borough of West Ham, dividing 
the borough into municipal 
and parliamentary polling dis- 
tricts. 

3. By the County Council of Hert- 
fordshire, dividing the eastern or 
Hertford parliamentary division 
into convenient polling districts. 
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GENERAL PRISON (IRELAND) ACT, 1877. RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Order in Council approving of rule | —- 

made by the General Prisons Board in IRISH LAND COMMISSION 

pursuance of the Fine or Imprisonment (PROCEEDINGS). 

(Scotland and Ireland) Act, 1899. Copy presented, of Return of Proceed- 


| ings of the Commission during the months 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 and | Of July and August 1899 (by Command) ; 
1896. _ to lie upon the Table. 


Tw ate : Se | 

gana dated the 30th September, | prgg OR IMPRISONMENT (SCOTLAND 

entitled respectively the Cardiff Foreign |" ““anp IRELAND) ACT (1899) RULES. 

Animals Wharf Revocation Order of 1899 | Copy presented, of Order in Council 
. ’ 


and the Cardiff Foreign Animals Or | . ; 
the Cardiff Foreign Animals Order of | approving of Rule made by the General 


1899. Prisons Board for Ireland under the 
é . t | Fine or Imprisonment (Scotland and 
SCIENCE AND ART DEPARTMENT. | Ireland) Act, 1899 (by Act); to lie 


Minutes of Committee of Council on | upon the Table. 
Education sanctioning subjects to be| 
DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 


taught under clause 8 of Technical Instruc- | 


tion Act, 1889, for— | asst agora 
Copy presented, of two Orders, dated 


the 30th September, 1899, entitled re- 


I, Counties of— ; ; 
| spectively the Cardiff Foreign Animals 


Glamorgan (eighth minute); == Wharf Revocation Order of 1899 and the 
Berkshire (third minute) ; | Cardiff Foreign Animals Wharf Order of 
Oldham (sixth minute) ; | 1899 (by Act) ; to lie upon the Table. 
The Soke of Peterborough | 


(seventh minute). ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 
‘ 2 0. 

IL, County Borough of Copy sein aw en made by 
; | q } 
Fortamouth (fifth minute). ‘the Board of Trade in pursuance of 
III. City and County Borough of— | Section (5) of The Electric Lighting Act, 

Birmingham (fifth minute). | 1882 (by Act) ; to lie upon the Table. 

| 


. — 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 1892-1990.| ., VENEZUELA (No. 7, 1899). 

. . | Copy presented, of Award of the 

Rules made by the Board of Trade | Tribunal of Arbitration constituted under 

pursuance of section 5 of the Electric| Article I. of the Treaty concluded at 

Lighting Act, 1882. | Washington on the 2nd February, 1897, 
sty » Ry 7 1A > 

Laid before the House (pursuant to | saat eodiggn ye ol om ag omc 

t), and ordered to lie on the Table. Petagg on: thse a respecting 

mn sence the Settlement of the Boundary between 

House adjourned at twenty-five minutes | British Guiana and the United States of 

before Fiveof the clock, to Thursday | Venezuela (by Command) ; to lie upon 

next, a quarter past Four of the | the Table. 


clock. 
———— LOCAL AUTHORITIES (ENGLAND, 
WALES, AND IRELAND) (TECHNICAL 
EDUCATION). 


a oe ne Return presented, relative thereto 


(ordered 9th June, 1899 ; Sir John Gorst) ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 5.) 


Thursday, 19th October 1899. 





QUESTIONS. 


PETITION. 


POOR LAW AMENDMENT SCOT- | HAULBOWLINE DOCKS. — ACCIDENT 
LAND) ACT, 1845. TO THE “PRINCE GEORGE.” 


Petition from Boyndie, for alteration of} Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
Law ; to lie upon the Table. I beg to ask the First Lord of the Ad- 
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the Channel Squadron to which an acci- 
dent happened recently at Berehaven was 
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miralty whether one of the battleships of |} THE 






Questions. 234 
UNDER SECRETARY or 


‘STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpnHan, 
'Dover): The 2nd Battalion Grenadier 


unable to enter Haulbowline Dock owing | Guards was warned to be ready for active 


to the silting up of sand and refuse at the 
entrance of the docks; and what steps 
the Government purpose taking to put 
the docks in such a condition that ships 
can enter them to be repaired. 


THE CIVIL LORD or tue ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. AvusTeEN CHAMBERLAIN, 


Woreestershire, E.): The accident which | 


oceurred to the “Prince George,” the 
battleship apparently referred to, was the 


breaking of a derrick. There was no} 


occasion to dock the ship to repair this. 


The dock at Haulbowline is quite capable | 


of taking the “Prince George” if re- 
quired. The “Howe” (drawing about a 


foot more than the “ Prince George”) was | 


docked there on the 8th May, 1899. The 
entrance will, no doubt, require dredging 
periodically ; this will be undertaken 
whenever it becomes necessary. 


THE GUARDS. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 


I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | 
for War whether the 2nd _ Battalion | 


Grenadier Guards, lately stationed at 


Gibraltar, was warned for active service | 
in South Africa ; whether the battalion | 
previous to leaving Gibraltar was up to | 


nearly full strength, and was composed of 
seasoned men; whether this battalion 
was kept at Gibraltar two months after 
the expiration of its year of service at 
that station ; whether, after some delay, 
the 3rd Battalion was sent out to Gibral- 
tar to replace the 2nd Battalion, which 
was ordered home ; whether the 3rd Bat- 
talion is now under orders for South 
Africa in place of the 2nd Battalion ; 
whether the 3rd Battalion includes over 
450 men of less than one year’s service 
and under twenty years of age, and will 
have to be made up to strength by drafts 
to the number of 477 men from the other 
battalions and the Reserve, in addition to 
a draft of 170 men already taken from 
the 2nd Battalion ; what will be the extra 
expense incurred by bringing the 2nd 
Battalion home, sending the 3rd Battalion 
out, calling out the Reserve men, and 


| service in South Africa in case mobilisa- 
tion should take place while it was at 
Gibraltar. The 3rd Battalion Grenadier 
Guards was sent to Gibraltar in the 
course of ordinary reliefs, prior to mobili- 
| sation being ordered. It was always in- 
| tended that the battalions of Guards at 
Gibraltar should form part of the Ist 
Army Corps for active service. This rule 
' could not have been broken, or the relief 
|of the 2nd Grenadiers delayed without 
inflicting an injustice on the 3rd Battalion 
and giving rise to an unfounded belief 
that military operations on a large scale 
were in immediate contemplation. The 
Commander-in-Chief deprecates with- 
drawing members of the Headquarter 
| Staff from the important work upon which 
they are now engaged for the time which 
would be necessary in order to verify 
‘suggestions so numerous and so cate- 
gorical as those submitted by my hon. 
‘friend. But it is the case that the 3rd 
Battalion will contain rather more Reser- 
vists when made up to war strength than 
would have been the case had mobilisation 
taken place earlier, with the result that 
the 2nd and not the 3rd Battalion would 
have formed part of the 1st Army Corps. 
No extra cost is involved in the substitu- 
‘tion of the 3rd for the 2nd Battalion. 


CURRAGHMORE RIFLE RANGE. 

Mr. TUITE (Westmeath, N.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War what progress has been made with 
the works for the extension of the rifle 
'range at Curraghmore, Mullingar; and 
whether steps will be taken to have the 
range so far completed (by the erection 
of the stop butt and hut) before next 
| training as will obviate the necessity of 
|sending the Line regiment stationed at 
| Mullingar, as also the Westmeath and 
| Longford Militia, to Maryborough Heath ; 
| can he state the date that has been fixed 
‘for the completion of the works; and is 
'he aware that at present only two men 
| are employed thereon. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: The completion of 


sending out the drafts to complete the; the range at Mullingar depends on the 


3rd Battalion ; and, what is the reason 
for suddenly ordering the 3rd Battalion 
to proceed to South Africa instead of the 
2nd Battalion. 


acquisition of the necessary land, as to 
which great difficulty is experienced. It 
cannot be stated when the range will be 
| ready for use. 
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SOUTH AFRICA—PROVISIONS FOR 
BRITISH TROOPS. 

Mr. LOWLES (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware 
that Queensland and other of the Aus- 
tralian colonies are prepared to supply in 
large quantities tinned meats and other 
stores ; and whether preference will be 
given to colonial over foreign products 
for the use of British troops in South 
Africa. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POWELL- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, S.): By far the 
largest orders for supplies of meat and 
forage have been placed with the Aus- 
tralian colonies ; but where supplies are 
needed within a limited time, we must 
avail ourselves of any market which will 
best meet our requirements. 


OUTRAGE BY BRITISH SOLDIERS IN 
RANGOON. 

Mr. J. H. ROBERTS (Denbighshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he will state 
whether any action has been taken by 
the Colonel of the Royal West Kent 
tegiment, or by the military authorities 
in India, with regard to the expulsion 
from that regiment of the men implicated 
in the outrage upon a respectable Bur- 
mese woman, named Mah Goon, at 
Rangoon. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The failure to detect the perpe- 
trators of this outrage is receiving the 
most careful attention and consideration 
of the Government of India and of the 
Commander-in-Chief, and the disciplinary 
measures decided upon will shortly be 
announced. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Is this regiment still stationed at 
Rangoon ! 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I think it is, 


but it is under orders for Aden. 
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India whether he can undertake that no 
part of the expenses connected with the 
despatch and transport of the forces from 
India to South Africa, or of their pay or 
maintenance during such service, shall be 
borne by the Indian revenues. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: Yes. Her 
Majesty’s Government have approved of 
all the charges, both ordinary and extra- 
ordinary, being defrayed out of the 
British Exchequer. 





AUSTRALIAN FEDERATION. 

Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies when 
it is proposed to introduce legislation with 
regard to the Australian Commonwealth 
Bill, the Enabling Bills of various Austra- 
lian Colonies, and the Addresses to the 
Crown of the same Colonies. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The legislation is in a 
forward state of preparation, and it is 
hoped that the Australian Commonwealth 
Act will be passed early next year. 





PACIFIC CABLE. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he is in a position to 
report any effective progress in the nego- 
tiations for the construction of the Pacific 
cable from Canada to Australia or of the 
| proposed alternative cable from South 
Africa to Australia. 





Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : An arrange- 
ment has been arrived at with the 
colonies interested in the Pacific cable 
| that the elaboration of the scheme and 
| the management of any line that may be 
| decided on should be entrusted to a board 
| of eight members sitting in London. Her 
| Majesty’s Government are to be repre- 
| sented by three members, including the. 
| chairman, Canada by two members, and 
| Australia and New Zealand by three. 
| The Dominion Government have appointed. 
the Earl of Aberdeen and Lord Strath- 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : The sooner |cona to represent them, and the Austra- 


it leaves Rangoon the better. 


INDIA AND THE WAR CHARGES. 
Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeensire, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State {for 


lian Colonies and New Zealand have 
| hominated the Agents-General for New 
| their representatives. [I am. in communi- 
| cation with the Chancellor of the Ex: 





South Wales, Victoria,and New Zealand as. 
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chequer and the Postmaster-General as to | 


the nomination of the representatives of 
Her Majesty’s Government, and I hope 
that the Board will be 
and in a position to meet next month 
when the Agents-General for Victoria 
and New Zealand who are now in 
the United States have returned. I am 
informed that the Eastern and Eastern 
Extension Telegraph Companies have 


proposed to lay a cable from South Africa | 


to South Australia, but I have not learnt 
that the Colonies have yet come to any 
decision on this proposal. 


THE JAMESON RAID. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 


Colonies whether any steps have been | 


taken to fix the sum due to the South 
African Republic in payment of the in- 
demnity of the Jameson Raid which he 
expressed himself as willing to submit to 
arbitration ; and whether, having regard 
to the outbreak of hostilities between 
Great Britain and the Transvaal, the 
statement in his despatch to Lord Ros- 
mead, dated 10th April, 1897, that the 
British South Africa Company would 
have to make compensation for the Jame- 
son Raid, still holds good. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: It was 
proposed to the Government of the South 
African Republic, as the hon. Member is 
aware, that the claim for material damage 
should be submitted to arbitration, but 


that Government in its reply received by , 


me on July 29th declined to abandon its 
claim to moral and intellectual damage. 
Steps were being taken to prepare a deed 
of submission of the matter to arbitration 
(excluding the claim for moral and intel- 
lectual damage) and any claim on account 
of expenditure in respect of the distur- 
bances at Johannesburg in 
which required to be settled in concert 
with the British South Africa Company 
previous to further communication with 
the South African Republic, but the pro- 
gress of events has prevented further 
action. It is impossible to anticipate the 
situation at the conclusion of hostilities. 


THE TREATMENT OF UNARMED 


UITLANDERS. 


Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 


(Sheffield, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the | 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether Her Majesty’s Government have 
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constituted | 


1895-96 | 
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received confirmation of the grievous and 
unprovoked maltreatment and wholesale 
robbery of unarmed Uitlander civilians 
by armed Boers ; and, if so, whether Her 
Majesty’s Government will issue a pro- 
clamation stating their intention to hold 
the perpetrators of these outrages respon- 
sible for their brutality. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: On_ the 
11th instant I instructed the High Com- 
missioner towarn President Kruger that he 
and his Government are expected to pro- 
tect the lives and property of all peaceable 
persons, British subjects and others, and 
will be held responsible by Her Majesty’s 
Government for any acts committed con- 
trary to the usages of civilised people. 
(See No. 59 and No. 23 of C. 9530.) 


CASE OF MR. LANHAM. 


Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether Mr. Lanham, of 
Krugersdorp, was brutally kicked and 
maltreated by armed Boers, and has since 
died of these injuries. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have no 
information beyond what is contained in 
the report from The Times correspondent, 
dated Cape Town, October 11th, and 
published in The Times of the 13th, from 
which it appeared that Mr. Lanham was 
alive. 


QUEENSTOWN POSTMEN—SCALE OF 
WAGES. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster-General, 
whether any decision has yet been 
arrived at concerning the case of the 
Queenstown postmen. 


THe. FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HaAnpury, 
Preston): The Postmaster-General has 
decided, with the concurrence of the 
Treasury, to raise the seal2 of the town 
postmen at Queenstown from 16s. rising 
to 22s.a week to 1%s., rising to 24s. a 
week, and the scale of the rural postmen 
who work from Queenstown from 16s. to 
20s. a week, to 17s. to 22s. a week, to 
date from the 13th inst. 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON LOCAL 
TAXATION—IRISH EVIDENCE. 
Mr. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 











239 (Juestions. {COMMONS} Questions. 240 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is a fact Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: And there: 


that the Royal Commission on Local | is no appeal. 


Taxation have abandoned their intended | 
citting in Dublin, substituting London| MALLAIG RAILWAY EXTENSION. 

instead, thereby depriving the representa-| Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
tives of the Irish people from giving | beg to ask the President of the Board of 
evidence otherwise than by incurring} Trade if he will state when the railway 
serious inconvenience through loss of time | extension to Mallaig will be completed. 

and heavy expenditure; and whether, 
under the circumstances, the decision, if THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD or 
arrived at, could be reconsidered so as to} TRADE (Mr. Ritcute, Croydon) : I will 
meet the requirements of public bodies as | inquire and let the hon. Member know. 

expressed by the Limerick County 
Council. RABIES. 


*THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR Mr. LOUGH (Islington, LAT I beg to 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
* Wuite Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : | — when the last ay NR ee 
I am informed bv the secretarv that -the | °f Tabies occurred in the Metropolis. And 
Royal Commission on Local Taxation | — he n lt a ge ngs bd i: 
have reluctantly felt themselves obliged | “ os ha te ans Saas ” “shttiges a 
by various circumstances to abandon their | Me va ali the muzzling of dogs in the 
proposed meeting in Dublin. The wit-| “@tPopo's. 
nesses whom it was i ar hav eee : 

ze ee eee ot OOnt Nave *THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 


been invited to London, and no com- aang Zs $s 
plaints have been received from them, all Or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, 
Liverpool, West Derby): I have under 


those for whom definite dates have been scaileinimaibiis dadiiiaks erik’, somned te the 
. mm : >) ) sais W PAT ( 
fixed having agreed to come. Their . 3p gee © 


* s - 7) . , y gline AT'S Ww 
travelling and other expenses will be paid hag a .. ee a D; 
° . \ "ODO 9 2A s- 
in accordance with the usual custom on . oe gO arylvadad 


the scale laid down by the Treasury. trict, and I shall be in a position to make 
'a definite announcement on the subject 


at an early date. The last authenticated 
NATURALISATION OF ALIENS. case of rabies in the Metropolitan District 


Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH (Leitrim, N.): 1| 0ceurred on the Sth June, 1898. 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the _ a ee eee ft 
Home Department what are the con- THE EDUCATION OF DUMB CHILDREN. 
ditions on which an alien may become a Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent): I 
naturalised citizen of the United King-| beg to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
dom. mittee of Council on Education whether 

he will bring in a Bill this session to 
*Smr M. WHITE RIDLEY: The ordi- amend the Elementary Education (Blind 
nary method of naturalisation in this/and Deaf Children) Act, 1893, so that 
country is by a certificate which the | where the words “ Blind and Deaf” occur 
Secretary of State has power to grant | they shall read “Blind, Deaf, and Dumb.” 


upon satisfactory proof of compliance with | — ee 

the following seicdbone a) Residence | RP ce ena hoa hi a 
in the United Kingdom or service under | 7.. id otal teehee ut 
the Crown for five years out of the last | (Sit J. Gorst, Cambridge University): No. 
eight ; and (2) intention to reside in the | The extremely rare case of a child which 
United Kingdom or to serve under the | }§ dumb, but not also deaf, is provided 
Crown. A fee of £5 has to be paid, and, for by the Act of last session. 


before the certificate takes effect, an oath | — alibi 
of allegiance must be taken. | CASE OF JAMES COlQUHOUN. 


| Sim CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is it not | Bridgeton): I beg to ask the Lord Advo- 
absolutely within the discretion of the | cate whether his attention has been called 
Home Secretary to refuse naturalisation? | to the fact that the charges of embezzling 
| various sums amounting to £50,000, to 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: Yes. | which James Colquhoun pled guilty, and 


| 
| 
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with respect to which, on the 4th inst., he | veyed to market by Irish railroads, and 
was sentenced by Lord Trayner to five | that the Irish Congested Districts Board 
years’ penal servitude, covered all the | have recently reported concerning the 
cases of apparent embezzlement brought | fishing industries they are trying to 
to the knowledge of the Public Prosecu- establish that they were unable to bear 
tor up to the date of his trial; whether, the railway rates; and, whether, in view 
since the sentence was pronounced upon | of these facts vouched for in the Blue 
him, any fresh cases of apparent embezzle- Books, the Irish Government propose to 
ment have come to light ; and whether, take eny practical steps to reform the 
in case of further evidence transpiring | Irish railway rates and management. 


during Colquhoun’s confinement, point- | ™ « 

ing to his criminal responsibility in con- e ay — cing G pe mene L oa 
nection with the disappearance of any | RE ““ Ms ean td rear weet 
sums comprised in the balance of nearly | poaaened _ Pino pees po re 


£100,000 for which his firm is civilly | ; ; 
responsible, and which is not covered iy The observations attributed - ney 2a 
the charges in respect of which he has | 8°sted Feng Board will be pose de 
been sentenced, any reason exists to pre- | P@8° = of their recently fee ert 
vent his being brought to trial on fresh Report ; what the Board stated was : “ 
charges. the fishing industry could not be regarde 
as being so thoroughly established that it 
*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. | could safely bear the present rates for 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) : In answer | carriage. It is not the intention of the 
to the first paragraph of the question, it | Irish Government, as at present advised, 
is the fact that the charges to which|in connection with the question of rail- 
James Colquhoun pled guilty covered so | way rates to go beyond the provisions in- 
substantially the case of alleged embezzle-| serted in the Agricultural and Technical 
ment that Crown counsel felt justified in | Instruction Act of last session. 
accepting the plea. The answer to the | 
second paragraph is in the negative. In| PAUPER TRANSFERS TO IRELAND. 
answer to the third paragraph, it would; Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
be impossible, in accordance with the | Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
practice of the administration of the|]land whether he is aware that a resolu- 
Criminal Law in Scotland where a tion was passed by the Rathdrum Union 
prisoner had pled guilty to embezzlement | protesting against the transference of 
of asum so substantial as that in question, | James Richardson from Sheffield ; 
to re-try him in respect of after trans-| whether he is aware that Richardson 
piring charges upon views of the inade-| spent thirty-six years of his life in 
quacy of the sentence pronounced. England ; and, whether the Government 


#*O 2 >. vw... | intend to introduce a measure to amend 
ee eee “S'the Law regulating removals in such 


any arrangement come to not to re-try | 
him on subsequently-transpiring charges ? | eee 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The| M®. G. W. BALFOUR: I have re 


arrangement, so far as an arrangement is | gi —. et ooo tery et 
concerned, had reference merely to charges ~ — tape 
: .. ©) | absent from Ireland for thirty-six years, 
up to that date; but, as I say, it would ates cial: uiloe: Seiies: sean, oni hee 
be entirely against the practice of criminal | 206 252 — y 
administration in Scotland to re-try a/ Sheffield. The Poor Law (Scotland) Act 
of 1898 provided for the acquirement of 


erson upon other charges of the same . “ee 
a teaindpeoitg shterire tle ~~ | a settlement of Irish poor persons living 
g rds. 


| in Scotland, but there is no law of settle- 
IRISH FISHING INDUSTRY. | ment as regards Irish paupers residing in 


. .| England. The question raised in the last 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief | "8 graph: in ono: primastly da: thie ‘ent 





| 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of |: . . = 
Ireland whether he is aware that of the | a re 


fish landed on the English coast 90 per 
cent. was conveyed to market by the rail- | Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) : When shall 
roads, whilst of the fish landed on the | we have the promised Conference on the 
Irish coast only 30 per cent. was con- | subject of the transfer of paupers ? 








Sine 
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Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I will inquire 
what is being done in the matter. 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The reply to 
the first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
As regards the question of securing the 
services of a gunboat to prevent these 

TECHNICAL AND PRIMARY EDU- | depredations, I am afraid I have nothing 
CATION IN IRELAND. 'to add to the statement made by me in 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief | this matter on the 24th July last, when 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of the Agricultural and Technical Instruc- 
Ireland whether he can state what steps | tion Bill was under discussion. A special 
have been taken to carry into effect the | vessel for the purpose is, in the opinion 
recommendations of the Viceregal Com-|of the Irish Government, essential for 
mission on technical and primary educa- | effective action, and I hope it may be 
tion. found possible to deal more successfully 
| with the evil under the provisions of the 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The report | 
of the Commissioners of National Educa- | 
tion upon the steps to be taken to carry | 
into effect the recommendations of the | 
Viceregal Commission has been received | 
and is now under consideration. 


IRISH TRUANT BOYS. 


CapTtAIN DONELAN: I beg to} 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is, 
aware that a resolution has been re- 
cently adopted by the Cork School 
Attendance Committee, pointing out that 
the present method of fining parents and 
guardians, under the Irish Education Act 
of 1892, is both ineffective and unjust, 
and recommending that power should be 
given to the Court of Summary Jurisdic- 
tion to order, in the case of incorrigible 
boys, a certain number of strokes of the | 
birch rod as an alternative to such fines; | 
and whether he will consider the desira- | 
bility of acting upon this recommenda- | 
tion. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The answer | 
to the first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
Legislation would be necessary to give | 
effect to the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee, and I am not prepared to give a 
reply to the second paragraph without 
further consideration. 


STEAM TRAWLERS IN IRISH 
WATERS. 

Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- | 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware | 
that steam trawlers still continue their | 
depredations in Irish waters; and, | 
whether any arrangement has yet been 
made with the Admiralty with a view to 
the prevention of this practice. 


Act of last session. 


IRISH LUNACY GRANT IN AID. 

Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been directed to a resolution unani- 


/mously adopted by the Committee of 


Management of the Cork Lunatic Asylum, 
on 12th September last, protesting against 
the injustice that would be inflicted upon 
the ratepayers of the country by taking 
from the Local Taxation Fund, for the 
fifteen months ending 31st March, 1899, 
the grant formerly paid out of the Con- 
solidated Fund as Treasury grant in aid 
of the pauper lunatics, and which should 
have been borne by the Consolidated 
Fund up to 3lst March, 1899, being the 


| date of the commencement of the Local 


Government Act ; and whether any steps 
will be taken to remedy this grievance. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The complaint 
of the Committee of Management of the 
Cork Lunatic Asylum appears to have 
been made under a misconception. The 
grant has been paid in each year about 
the month of June in aid of the rates of 
that financial year, but the amount of it 
has been measured by the expenditure of 
the previous calendar year. That system 
has only been changed to this extent, that 


instead of taking the expenditure of the 


previous calendar year as the measure 
the expenditure of the previous financial 


_year will in future be taken. This will 


not lay upon the Local Taxation Fund 
the burden of fifteen months’ expenditure 
as the resolution appears to assume, but 
only of twelve months. 


CAPTAIN DONELAN: Is it not the 


fact that as a result of this arrangement 
the Local Taxation Fund will be saddled 
_with expenses incurred previous to the 
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‘date at which the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act came in force ? 


(No answer was given.) 


Questions. 


MULLINGAR COURTHOUSE. 

Mr. TUITE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary tothe Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the proceeding at the Mullingar Court- 
house, when the Sheriff of Westmeath, 
aided by a body of police, forcibly pre- 
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The custody of the courthouses remains 
therefore, as hitherto, vested in the High 
Sheriff. He should give the use of it to 
the county council for the execution of 
their duties when the same can, in his 
judgment, be done without interference 
with the administration of justice. It is 
his duty to prevent the building from 
being intruded upon, or the possession 
taken of it by any person or body against 
his will or without his consent, and in the 
discharge of that duty he is entitled to 





vented the County Council from asserting 
their right to the control of that building, 
and by violence prevented for aconsiderable 
time public access thereto; and can he 
state the title of the Statute under which | 
the sheriff acted on the occasion, and by | 
what authority he obtained the assistance | 


call upon and to receive the assistance 


‘from the police which was given to him 
| on this occasion. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 








= ae pein. ‘Lord Lieutenant of Ireland what addi- 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: As disputes | tion has been made by the Irish Land 
have arisen in Ireland in reference to this | Commission to their staff of Assistant 











matter, I think it better to reply to the 
question at some length. The property 
and interest of the Grand Jury in) 
the courthouse in each county was, by the | 
Local Government Act of 1898, trans- | 
ferred to the county council of that | 
county. The powers and duties of the | 
latter body in reference to those buildings | 
and the right to use them are, with one | 
exception, identical with those of the | 
former. The position of the Grand Jury | 
as regards courthouses was described by | 
Baron Hughes in a judgment in re the | 
Mayo Court reported in the first Irish | 
Law Times, page 177, in these words— | 


“The Grand Jury themselves have merely | 
a right to use the Grand Jury room while | 
acting as Grand Jury, but no more. The 
custody of the courthouses is entirely vested 
in the High Sheriff of the county. The 
Sub-Sheriff has no power but that delegated 
to him by the High Sheriff, who is legally and 
moral] 
the pu 


y responsible to the Government and | 
hic.” 


Commissioners during the present year ; 
what the total number of Assistant 
Commissioners at present employed is ; 
and how they are employed—i.¢., whether 
on sub-commissions as court valuers, as 
valuers for land purchase, or as valuers 
under sec. 40 of Land Act of 1896. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Seventeen 
additional Lay Assistant Commissioners 
have been added to the staff of the Irish 
Land Commission during the present 
year. Seven Legal and ninety-four Lay 
Assistant Commissioners are at present 


/employed, together with three supple- 


mental Lay Assistant Commissioners to 
fill vacancies when required. The staff 
of ninety-four Lay Assistant Commis- 
sioners is distributed as follows :—Sixty- 
five are employed as sub-commissioners ; 
sixteen as court valuers; and thirteen 
in inspecting land purchase cases as well 
| as in cases under the 40th Section of the 
Land Act of 1896. 


The exception referred to is created | 


by the words of Section 72, Sub-section | 


3 of the Local Government Act, which 
provides that— 


‘Except so far as the sheriff or the justices 


may require for the administration of justice, 


or the discharge of his or their duties, the use | 


of any courthouse, sessions house, or other 
county building under his or their custody or 


control, the county council may use the same | 


SAMOA. 

Mr. HOGAN : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether Her Majesty’s Government has 
decided on any specific course of action 
in reference to the recommendations of 
the Joint Commission with respect to the 
future administration of Samoa. 


for the purpose of the execution of their | 


duties, and if any difference arises between the | 


sheriff or justices and the county council as to 
such use, or as to the remuneration of any 
court keeper or other officer, such difference 
shall be determined by the Lord Lieutenant.” 





THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): In the absenee of the Under Secre- 
tary, I have to say that no decision has 


| 
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under consideration of the three Govern- 
ments. I hope to be able to give a reply | 
to-morrow. 


ENGLISH CONSULS IN FINLAND. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the resignation of Mr. Wolff, 
the English Consul at Viborg in Finland, 


was accepted before his letter of explana- | 


tion had actually been received ; and, if 
so, what cause was alleged for his 
dismissal; whether eleven out of the 
fourteen English Consuls throughout | 
Finland have since resigned as a protest | 
against the treatment of Mr. W. olff ; and, | 
why was such action in his case necessary. | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Although | 
Mr. Wolff's official letter of explanation | 
had not been received when his resigna- | 
tion was accepted, a private letter had | 
been received from him through Her | 
Majesty’s Consul-General at St. Peters- 


{COMMONS} 
yet been arrived at. The matter is{ Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: The answer I 
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| gave to the hon. Member for West Isling- 
ton covers this. 


Mr. WEIR: What number of Consuls 
have resigned ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 
reason to doubt the statement that eleven 
out of fourteen have resigned. 


THE CAPE COLONY MINISTRY. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the action of Mr. Schreiner and 
| other members of the Cape Government 
is at present under review, and whether 
|the Governor of Cape Colony will be 
\ allowed to dismiss the Cape Colony 
| Cabinet, dissolve the Legislature, and for 
the time being proclaim his own autho- 
rity; and whether there is any precedent, 
since the establishment of responsible 
on oes in a colony of the British 

rown, for such a course. 





burg, stating the circumstances and in- | 


timating a desire to be relieved of his | 


Consular post and functions, if it was 
considered that his continuing to hold 


the Vice-Consulate debarred him from | 


taking an active part in the political life 
of his native country, Finland. This was 


telegraphed home by Her Majesty’s | 
Ambassador, on September 13th, and on | 


the 15th his Excellency was informed 


that Mr. Wolff's resignation might be | 


accepted. It was obviously impossible 


to retain as British Vice-Consul a/| 


Russian subject who was taking active 
part in a political agitation against the | 
Russian Government. If his resignation | 


had not been accepted at the time, the | 
Russian Government would have been | 


within their right in withdrawing their 
recognition of him in his Consular 
capacity. In reply to the second para- | 
graph it is a fact that nine other Vice- | 
Consuls in Finland have resigned, in con- 
sequence, as they allege, of the impossibility 
of reconciling their position as British 
Consular officers in the Grand Duchy of 
Finland with the discharge of their | 


political rights and duties towards their | 


native country. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: The question 
| of the hon. Member appears to be founded 
| on newspaper reports, which, as far as Her 
Majesty’s Government are aware, have 
no foundation. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I founded 
it on reports of the ‘‘ Yellow Press.” 


THE VACANT CHANCERY JUDGESHIP. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether any appointment has yet been 
_made to the judgeship in the Chancery 
Division, which has been recently created 
under the provisions of the Judicature 
Act, 1876, in accordance with an Address 
E the Houses of Parliament to the 
Throne ; and whether the name of the 
oo recommended by the Lord 
hancellor to fill this office can now be 
notified to the House of Commons. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
that the answer to this question is in the 
negative. 


|THE TRANSVAAL WAR — ALLEGED 
| SEDITIOUS SPEECHES BY IRISH 
| MEMBERS. 





Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if | Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helens) : 

he will ‘state how many British Consuls | beg to ask the First Lord of the Trecnity 
in Finland have recently resigned their | whether the attention of Her Majesty’s 
positions, and can he state why they have | Government has been directed to the 
| speeches made by and letters read from 


taken this course. 
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some honourable Members of this House | invariably been forwarded from the same 
at a meeting held in Dublin on Ist quarter to those engaged in hostility to 
October last, and reported in the public; Her Majesty’s Government, irrespective 
press, in support of a resolution advo- | of creed, race, theatre of operations, or 
cating the cause of the Boers in South | cause of quarrel. I have, however, no 
Africa, now at war with Her Majesty ; | ground for thinking that this support was 
and in particular to a speech made at the | ever regarded as of importance by the 
said meeting by the honourable Member | persons to whom it was offered, and I 
for Kilkenny, containing language appa- | certainly advise the House of Commons 
rently intended to seduce soldiers serving | to take a similar view of this incident. 

in Her Majesty’s forces from their duty | 
and allegiance to Her Majesty, and to a 
letter written by the honourable Member 





BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


the House. 250. 


for East Clare, read at the said meeting, 
containing incitement to actively assist 
the enemies of the Queen; and what 
action, if any, Her Majesty’s Government 
propose to take in reference to the same. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.): 


As serious reference is made to me in this 


question, perhaps before the right hon. | 
Gentleman answers it I may be permitted | 


to ask another question, whether it is not 
true that, in suggesting, as I undoubtedly 
did, that a message of sympathy should 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
he will state the exact order of business 
after the Address has been disposed of. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury, in the event of the Govern- 
ment legislative programme not being 
satisfactory on the question of the 
housing of the working classes, will he 
give an opportunity for that matter to be 





be sent to President Kruger, I was not | discussed. 


strictly following the example set by Her 


Majesty’s grandson, the German Emperor. Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


(Stirling Burghs) : I beg to ask the First 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I desire to | Lord of the Treasury whether he can 
know, inasmuch as I sent a letter to the | 2°W state to the House the intention of 
; |the Government with regard to the 


meeting, which was published in the press, | 


whether I am one of the Members re.| Method of closing the present sittings of 


ferred to. ) Parliament. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am sure, it Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps the 
my hon. friend who puts this question | House will permit me to make a general 
had known how anxious the hon. Member | Statement on this subject. ; Those who 
was to appear in it, he would have taken | Were present at yesterday's debate, or 
care to gratify the wish. As regards the rather, I should say, yesterday’s conver- 
subsidiary question, I have to say that I | sation at question time, are aware that 
was not aware the hon. Member for | considerable objection was taken to the 
Clare founded himself on the august | Government’s following the precedents of 
model he refers to. I may point out that, 1878 and 1884 in bringing forward now 
besides other points of difference between | 4 Queen’s Speech which did not give any 
the hon. Gentleman and the German | foreshadowing of the legislative work of 
Emperor, his Majesty is not a British | the session, and thereby depriving hon. 
subject, or a Member of this House. | Gentlemen of an opportunity of criticis- 

|ing that programme and moving Amend- 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: He is a | ments and raising discussions. I depart 
Colonel in your Army. from the precedent with some reluctance. 

But I quite recognise that it is a hardship 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As regards the on hon. Gentlemen because there happens 
substance of the question of my hon. | to be a crisis in October that they should 
friend, I have no reason to believe the | be deprived of their ordinary and natural 
statements in it are inaccurate. If my | opportunity for discussing matters in- 
memory serves me right, support-—-I do | teresting to them and their constituents 
not know whether I ought to call it|in February. I am anxious to meet that 
moral support—of a similar character has | not illegitimate demand in the best way 
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I can. There were two suggestions | spring following. I would assent, there- 
thrown out yesterday. One was thata fore, to the proposal made, on that 
certain number of days at the beginning | honourable understanding between the 
of next session should be turned into | two sides of the House—-namely, that we 
Tuesdays—the House will understand | confine the debate on the Queen’s 
what I mean by that phrase—which | Speech this year to the specific matter 
should be given up to abstract discussions | alluded to in the Queen’s Speech, 
on resolutions similar in character to | and in exchange for that—I will not say 
those which would have been moved as | advantage to the Government, but ad- 


Amendments to the Queen’s Speech in | vantage to the general convenience of the 


the ordinary course. The other sugges- 
tion was that there should be two 
sessions. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
A prorogation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, proroga- 
tion at the end of our autumnal work and 
4 new session next year. On the whole, 
as between these two alternatives, we are 
clear that the second is preferable. Ido 
not think anything would be gained by 
the somewhat irregular proceeding of 
crowding three or four private Members’ 


nights, one after another, and I think the | 


discussion should take place upon a 
Queen’s Speech or something equivalent. 
Let me say that the matter is not quite 
so simple as it appears at first sight, for 


the reason that if we terminate the ses- | 
sion by prorogation now we stultify one | 


or two Bills at least which were to come 
into operation ‘at the end of next session,” 
it being understood when those Bills were 
passed that the end of next session meant 
next August instead of this November. 
It will be necessary, therefore, if 
that plan is adopted, to pass a 


Bill explaining in general terms that | 


by “this session” is meant next session. 
That is a Parliamentary expedient which 
ought not to be beyond our powers, al- 
though it may involve some difficulties in 
drafting. Now, Sir, if we adopt the course 
which | understand meets with favour on 
both sides we are starting a new pre- 


cedent, and I am anxious, in the interests | 


of our successors, that the nature of that 
precedent should be perfectly clearly on 
record. The precedent I take not to be 
that when the House meets in the autumn 
there must necessarily be a_ second 
Queen’s Speech in the spring, but that 
when the House meets in the autumn for 
a specific subject and consents to limit the 
debate on the Address to that subject, 
then and then alone it should be the recog- 
nised and proper procedure that there 
should be a second Queen’s Speech in the 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 


| House—that the discussions which would 
| naturally arise on a Queen’s Speech should 
| be postponed by general consent to next 
| year. I would also ask, in exchange for 
‘the arrangement I have indicated, that 
|it shall be understood that the small 
| Bill which I think it will be neces- 
| sary to introduce shall pass without any 
‘discussion. I must be permitted to make 
this caveat, that if I find that constitution- 
ally there is some objection to a proro- 
gation, I must be permitted to come to 
the House and explain the matter again. 
But in any case the opportunity will be 
given next spring for the discussion of 
the legislative proposals of the Govern- 
ment and for raising any questions that 
would be in order in the debate upon the 
Address in reply to the Queen’s Speech. 
I hope this arrangement will be satis- 
factory to the House. It only remains 
for me to say that I understand the 
business we have to transact before we 
separate—before we, I hope, prorogue— 
will be to terminate the proceedings upon 
the Queen’s Speech—and I trust I am not 
too sanguine when I express a hope that 
we may do that to-night—to answer Her 
Majesty’s gracious Message about the 
Militia, to deal with the Army Estimates 
and with the financial proposals of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, to pass the 
small formal Bill the character of which I 
have already explained, and to pass the 
Appropriation Bill. I propose to take 
this business, so far as I can see at present, 
in the order named, and I think if the 
House sets to work upon this business in 
the spirit which has animated our pro- 
ceedings up to the present time there is 
no reason why we should not terminate 
this necessary work in a few days. 


Stir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It would be irregular, I suppose, for me 
even to acknowledge the spirit with which 
the right hon. Gentleman has met the 
observations that were made from these 
benches yesterday, and to say that we 
accept with proper feeling the arrangement 
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he proposes. I rise only to ask one little| || ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 

question in reference to business, and that | MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 
is whether the right hon. Gentleman pro- | 
poses to take the reply to the Message in | i . 
reference to the Militia to-night. It would; _ Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
appear rather better to put it off to Debate on Amendment proposed [18th 
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another day. It would probably not 
occupy much time, but 1 believe on a 
former occasion the point was raised—I 
have looked it up, and the desire was 
expressed that the House should have the 
opportunity of fully apprehending the 
nature of what was proposed. Perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman would consent 
to put it off to to-morrow. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am quite 
ready to put it off to to-morrow. I may 
make this observation. The calling out 


of the Militia is part of the general | 
military policy, and that general | 


military policy will naturally come up on 
the discussion of Vote A in the Estimates, 
which were circulated yesterday, I think, 


and indeed upon some of the other Votes. | 


I rather hope the discussion upon the 
Message from Her Majesty may be cut 
down to very narrow limits, and that we 
may take the important issues involved 
in the discussion of the Estimates. In 
any case, I will not take the Message 
to-night. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Arising out of the question as 
to the arrangement of business, may I 
suggest that questions should commence 
earlier than half-past three? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am quite 
prepared for that, and if it be in order 
will to-morrow propose that questions be 
called at a quarter-past three. I do not 
think that would be inconvenient either 
to the officers of the House or to my 
colleagues. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): Can the right hon. Gentleman 
state, without inconvenience, whether I am 
right in supposing that it is only in- 
tended to call cut a certain number of 
Militia regiments for special purposes ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This question 


had better be raised in the debate on the : 


Message or discussion of the Votes. 


| October] to Main Question [17th October],. 
| “That an humble Address be presented: 
'to Her Majesty, as followeth :— 


| “ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
| United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
| leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
| Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
'Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.”—(Captain Sir 
| Alexander Acland-Hood.) 


| And which Amendment was, at the 
_ end of the Question, to add the words— 


‘But we humbly represent to your Majesty 
| our strong disapproval of the conduct of the 
| negotiations with the Government of the 
Transvaal which have involved us in hostilities 
with the two South African Republics.” —(Jf-. 
Stanhope.) 


Question again proposed —“ That those 
words be there added.” 


| THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
|THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBER- 
'LAIN, Birmingham, W.): I rise, Sir, 
‘with a feeling of satisfaction and 
almost of relief at being able now to 
‘reply to the accusations and insinuations 
which have been made against Her 
Majesty’s Government during the past 
few months, and I am especially glad 
that the arraignment which I have to 
answer has been presented to the House 
and the country in the dignified speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouth. I have already 
said that to the tone and substance of 
that speech I could not possibly take any 
exception, and if he will permit me to say 
so, as one who has fought with him as 
well as against him,I think the speech 
was worthy of him and of the occasion. 
I think he is in many particulars wrong, 
I do not agree with many of his conclu- 
sions and many of his inferences, and I 
am even sanguine enough to suppose that 
when he has heard the explanations I shall 
have to give he himself will be of opinion 
that in some respects at all events he has 
been unjust to Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. The right hon. Gentleman began 
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his speech by remarking that it was a/| should have raised any heat; it was not 
vulgar notion held outside the House of 'my intention to do so. I assure the 
Commons that it would be unpatriotic, | right hon. Gentleman that I had no 
under existing circumstances, to discuss | intention whatever of doing so, and I take 
the past policy of Her Majesty’s Govern- | it, therefore, exactly as he has said. The 
ment. I think the right hon. Gentleman | right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
cannot have been present in the House | Monmouth thinks, rightly as I believe, 
when it was addressed by the Leader of | that he is fully entitled to discuss the 
the Opposition, because the doctrine to |past policy of the Government ; he thinks 
which the right hon. Gentleman takes | that this is an opportune moment for 
exception as a vulgar notion held outside | such discussion, as we also think. The 
the House was the doctrine seriously put | right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
forward by the Leader of the Opposition, | Opposition does not think it is. I have 
who said in terms and in words I am pre- | said that I think the right hon. Gentle- 
pared to quote that he thought—though | man the Member for Monmouth is per- 
he differed, or thought he might differ, | fectly correct in the view which he has 
from the policy of the Government—no | taken. I venture to say—I hope this is 
detailed criticism of it at the present | not offensive—that the reasons which the 
time could be undertaken by himself | right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
or his friends. | Opposition gave for his own abstention 
| were bad ones, and I have got also this 

Stir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | to say, that, whatever he may have 
(Stirling Burghs): Perhaps the right hon. | intended on the subject, his actual prac- 
Gentleman will allow me to say that I | tice differed altogether from the principles 
expressly did not repudiate the right of | that he laid down. It is quite true that 
any patriotic man to criticise in detail| he did not engage in detailed criticism 
the conduct of Her Majesty’s Govern-|cf the conduct of the Government— 
ment, but I said that in the circumstances | that is to say, he gave no proof of his 
of the day upon which I was speaking, it | allegations, he laid no foundation for 
did not appear to me opportune or desir-| his case, but he insinuated, he alleged in 
able that [should undertake the duty. I) vague and general terms, many things 
reserved then, as I reserve now, a perfect | against the Government which I am 
right of criticism. |anxious to discuss with him in the most 
courteous, and, I hope, friendly way. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not} Now, the right hon. Gentleman the 
understand what there is in my remarks | Leader of the Opposition must see this- - 
of which the right hon. Gentleman com- | that he cannot have it in both ways. He 
plains. I do not for a moment say that | has spoken frequently in the country 
the right hon. Gentleman had any power | during the last three months ; he spoke 
to bind his followers from the exercise of | to us the other day upon the Address ; 
the right, but he advised them not to/ but he cannot claim credit for his 
exercise it. | patriotism in avoiding everything which 
could by any possibility embarrass the 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN :} Government in the pursuit of a difficult 

I did not advise anybody. The right hon. | task, and at the same time continue to 
Gentleman must not, when he professes to} make these insinuations, to go about the 
quote me, impute to me things I did not| country with a portentous whisper of— 
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say. He must not attribute to me al“ could an’ I would,” “hinting a 


course of thought or words that are not 
mine. I never advised my followers not 
to do this. I was speaking for myself, 
and I said I did not think it was an oppor- 
tune moment for me to undertake the 
task of detailed criticism. That I said, 
and no more, and I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to confine himself to that fact. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I accept 
most fully the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman. I regret exceedingly that I 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


fault and hesitating dislike.” Those 
things are inconsistent, and for my part I 
confess I prefer the open opposition, 
expressed in the most courteous and 
moderate terms, of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Monmouth to 
these vague charges which have been 
so frequently in the mouth of the 
Leader of the Opposition. Just let me 
point out this to the House :—Supposing 
that patriotism did require silence upon 





this occasion, who would be the greatest 














257 Address in Answer to 


sufferer? Her Majesty’s Government ? 
Why, Sir, for months past we have been 
the mark not only of the vague charges 
of the right hon. Gentleman, but of the 
most unmeasured abuse, the most gro- 
tesque misrepresentation, and then are we 
to be told now that it is patriotic to make 
these accusations and these misrepresenta- 
tions, but that it is unpatriotic to bring 
them to the test of a reply in this House, 
where those who are accused are still 
able to speak for themselves? I should 
be very sorry if I thought for a moment 
that the view which the right hon. Gentle- 
man took of the duty of the House in this 
matter were correct. Ido not. I think 
he misapprehended his own position. Sir, 
the time is past when anything that can 
be said in this House will embarrass Her 
Majesty’s Government. The issues are 
out of the hands of the politician. 
There was a time, [I admit, when 
speeches such as have been made 
in the country were calculated to 
embarrass the Government, and did 
embarrass the Government, when the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition reiterated—not once alone— 
but reiterated down even to the last few 
weeks, I might almost say the last few 
days, his statement that there was no 
need for military preparations, that there 
was no cause for the use of force, and 
that we were unnecessarily provoking a 
conflictthat was a hint, not an actual 
statement. There was a time when there 
were others who argued the cause of the 
Boers with greater success and greater 
eloquence than their own advocates, 
when they succeeded, to their own satis- 
faction at any rate, in proving that their 
country was entirely in the wrong. I 
have not the least doubt that they were 
acting under a sense of conscientious con- 
viction—that they were acting with a 
sense of full responsibility ; but if they 
had any common-sense or intelligence 
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our debate, and now is the time when our 
past conduct, everything we have done or 
left undone, the mistakes we have made, 
may be fairly brought to the test of the 
opinion and judgment of this House, may 
be usefully as well as fully discussed. 
Therefore I say in the first instance, and 
on behalf of Her Majesty’s Government, 
that we welcome this Amendment ; it is a 
wide and broad Amendment which lays 
open for consideration everything which 
has happened during the last three 
months, or even beyond that time. We 
weicome the Amendment, we welcome all 
honest and honourable criticism. I wish 
I could apply those epithets to the speech 
of the mover of the Amendment. 


*Mr. STANHOPE (Burnley): Mr. 
Speaker, I rise to a point of order. The 
right hon. Gentleman has spoken of a 
speech which I made last night, in which 
I thought fit, and conscientiously thought 
fit, to arraign his conduct in the presence 
of this House and of the country—he has 
spoken of my criticism as being dis- 
nonourable and dishonest. I have to ask 
you, Mr. Speaker, whether terms of that 
sort can be applied to a Member of this 
House ¢ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The language used 
by the right hon. Gentleman went some- 
what beyond the ordinary courtesy of 
debate. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I bow, Mr. 
Speaker, with all respect to your decision, 
and withdraw anything to which you 
House knows 


very well—those who were present yes- 


terday heard the speech to which I have 
referred, and they will appreciate its tone, 


‘its temper, and its animus. It is a speech, 


I think, such as has been rarely heard in 
this House. The tone of it is unusual in 


‘our debates ; especially, I think, is it in- 
' consistent with the gravity of what, after 


they could not have doubted for a moment | 


that the words which they felt it their | 


duty to speak, the statements which they 
considered themselves bound to make, 
were calculated to encourage President 
Kruger in his resistance, and to embarrass 
Her Majesty’s Government in the exercise 
of those most difficult and critical functions 
in which we have been engaged for so con- 
siderable a period. I say that all these con- 
siderations may now be put aside. There 
is an open field ; the fortune of war, what- 
ever it may be, will not be affected by 


| 





all, may be considered to be a momentous 
occasion. I am at a loss to explain it. I 


ean only explain it, if that be an explana- 


tion, by a reference to an incident which 
took place a few weeks ago in the Raad 
of the South African Kepublic. There 
was a member of that Raad, Mr. 
Longmann, who was called to order 
by his President for intemperate 
language, but he, unlike Members of 
this House, was unwilling to be bound 
by the decision of the Chair, and insisted 
upon what he called his right to vent his 
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opinion and to insult the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies. It seems to me 
that in carrying out a somewhat similar 
intention the hon. Member went very far. 


*Mr. STANHOPE: I was not called 
to order. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: He even 
raked up the ashes of the inquiry of the 
South Africa Committee into the Jameson 
Raid. I thought, as far as I am concerned, 


that that discussion was necessarily closed | 
by the Report of the Committee which | 


was appointed by this House. That Com- 
mittee contained Members from both 
sides of the House, whose honour and 
integrity and impartiality nobody could 
be found to dispute. I presented myself 
for examination to that Committee—— 


An Hon. Member: Not for cross-ex- 
amination. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I told 
them what I knew. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Burnley is disposed to dis- 
pute my words. I hope, even in the 
passion of debates in this House, for the 
honour of the House, that there will be 
very few Members on his own side who 
will sympathise with him. The hon. 
Member went on to challenge me to pro- 
duce a letter which I wrote to Mr. 
Hawkesley, the solicitor of the Chartered 
Company, some time after the Raid, which 
he says he challenged me to produce on a 
previous occasion. Sir, what right has 
he to send a challenge to me? Is he my 
judge? Iam not disposed to gratify his 
spiteful curiosity. I have no doubt that 
he intends to found, or he thinks that he 
may be able to found, upon that refusal a 
continuation of the campaign of slander 
which has been going on for sometime past. 
He is mistaken ; I will not reply to his 
challenge, I will not produce to him the 
letter. But I will tell the right hon. 
Gentleman that, like many other persons 
who take up the task of an amateur de- 
tective, he has found a mare’s nest. And 
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*Mr. STANHOPE: Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to order. On a previous occasion the 
right hon. Gentleman made use of an ex- 
pression which you said was going beyond 
the ordinary limits of debate and the 
ordinary practice of this House. The 
right hon. Gentleman, in defiance of that 
ruling, is now repeating the offence. I 
ask your opinion upon it, and appeal to 
you to say whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man is not now speaking in contravention 





| happened in another country a little while 
| ago, and I think of General Mercier and 


of your ruling ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : I cannot see that the 
right hon. Gentleman is using language 
| which imputes dishonourable conduct to 
| the hon. Member. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Then the 
hon. Member went on to speak of the South 
African League. He said it was an 
organisation which was subsidised by 
Jewish and other capitalists, and which 
employed hundreds of thousands of 
pounds to poison the minds of the people 
in this country and in South Africa. Now, 
sir, the hon. Member may know more of 
_ the South African League than I do ; but, 
| as far as I know, I can say I do aot know 
| the name of a single person who belongs 
to it, and to my knowledge I have never 
been in communication with any member 
of the League. I have been informed by 
Sir Alfred Milner—I think it appears in 
the Blue Book—that the organisation has 
received very little pecuniary assistance, 
that the largest subscription did not 
exceed a sum of £50, and that, in fact, 
from what I have heard, it is one of the 
poorest and, at the same time, most 
representative political organisations 
| which has ever been established. When 
'the hon. Member talks about this League 








| or association poisoning the wells of public 


opinion, why, sir, I call to mind what 


his Dreyfus syndicate. I noticed that my 
hon. friend the Member for Durham also 
| referred to the League with a different pur- 
| pose. He saidthatthe objectsof the League 


if the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of | were opposed to and inconsistent with 
the Opposition, or the right hon. Gentle- | the policy of Her Majesty’s Government, 
man the Member for Monmouth, who; and he asked why we did not repudiate 
were both upon the committee—if either | it. Surely my hon. friend, who has had 
of those gentlemen will express a desire | great political experience, could not have 
or a wish, or any interest in this letter, I | addressed that question seriously to the 
will produce it to them with the greatest | Government. What is the position of 
of pleasure. They are not only honour- | this League? It is a political association ; 
able Members, they are honourable men. | the Government conducted its negotia- 


Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
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tions without the assistance of leagues or | 


associations, and made proposals for re- 
form in the Transvaal, and this League 
appears to have thought that the proposals 
did not go far enough for the purpose, 
and they made representations to Sir 
Alfred Milner to that effect. They had 
a perfect right to make those representa- 
tions, and why on earth are we to be 
called upon to repudiate an association 
with which we have absolutely nothing 
whatever to do, with which we have no 
official communication, but whose main 
objects, so far as the principles are con- 
cerned, are undoubtedly identical with 
our own? Let me put to my hon. friend 
a case. Suppose this Government next 
year should bring forward a project for 
redistribution ; suppose the Liberal 
Unionist Association of Durham or the 
Conservative Federation in this county 
should consider that that project was 
inadequate and should make a represen- 
tation to Lord Salisbury to that effect, and 
put forward a scheme which went much 
further—well, Sir, I do not suppose that 
the settled decision of the Government 
would be in the least altered by that 
resolution or protest, but surely 
nobody in their senses would call 
upon the Government to repudiate the 
association with whose general conclusions 
they might have a certain amount of 
sympathy. 
concerned i hardly understand the object 
of the hon. Member in introducing it at 
all into this discussion. The hon. Member 
for Burnley went on to invent an 
imaginary collaboration between Mr. 
Rhodes and myself. Sir, I think I have 
said before in this House, at all events I 
say it now, that from the time of the 
Raid I have had no communication, either 
direct or indirect, with Mr. Rhodes on 
any subject connected with South African 
policy. He has never spoken to me about 
it; I have never spoken to him. I have 
seen him about the Cape to Cairo Railway, 
about the progress of Rhodesia ; but never 
have we touched upon or had any com- 
munication whatever with regard to the 
subject which is now under consideration. 


So far as I know—my knowledge is de- | 


rived from the newspapers—until very 
recently, when he took his place in the 
Cape House of Assembly, Mr. Rhodes 


has been absolutely quiet, has remained 
absolutely aloof from the politics of South | 


Africa; and the only prominent part he 
has taken is when he went recently, 
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millionaire though he be, to face a danger 
greater than ordinary in the defence 
of Kimberley. Now I come to the last 
point of the hon. Member for Burnley. 


The hon. Member finally alleges a 
conspiracy. Against whom? Well, Sir, 


I think I noticed that while he was 
loudly cheered by a few Members of 
the House while attacking the Colonial 
Secretary, there was a marked coolness 
when he began to attack Sir Alfred Milner, 
a distinguished public servant ; and when 
he accused Sir Alfred Milner, and accused 
me, of being in a conspiraey—— 


*Mr. STANHOPE: I did not use the 
word conspiracy atall. What I imputed 
to Sir Alfred Milner was that they had 
determined in their own mind some 
months ago that war was the only solu- 
tion of this difficulty. and that they, 
therefore, made up their mind to that. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : If that was 
the statement which the hon. Member 
made, there is no Parliamentary language 
in which I can express my opinion of it. 
Sir, to have made such a charge against 
a Minister—a responsible Minister of the 
Crown—and against one of the most dis- 
tinguished servants of the Crown—to 
have made such a charge, and to accuse 
them of acts for which, if they were 
guilty, impeachment would be too good 
for them, and to make that without proof 
—is not right. Now, Sir—I am speaking 
in the recollection of the House—what 
proof did the hon. Member give of 
this monstrous charge? Not one scrap, 
not one iota, not one reference, not 
one fact, not one quotation. The whole 
thing was given to the House as an 
allegation upon his heart and conscience. 


*Mr. STANHOPE: “Upon my heart 
and conscience” the allegation was an 
allegation which had been made in the 
case of another man—not so distinguished 
as himself, of course—a great statesman. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member has no right to interrupt 
the right hon. Gentleman merely for the 
purpose of making a reply or retort. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Mr. Speaker, 
I have done with the hon. Gentleman, 
and I turn with the greatest satisfaction 
from his personalities, to which I have 
' been forced to reply, to the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
| West Monmouth. Now, Sir, let me say 
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on the part of the Government that we | jects are injured by the conduct of the: 


welcome his honest criticism. Hithertc, | internal affairs of the South African Re- 
the difficulty with which we have had to | public, that gives us at once the right of 
deal is that all criticism has been vague | interference, even under international 
and undefined, that the grounds of the | law, which is entirely independent of all 
statements which have been made in/ Conventions, of the suzerainty, or of any 
reference to our policy have been other points of dispute. I am 
hitherto concealed. Until the speech of led to make this little protest at 
the right hon. Gentleman it appeared to | this stage because I am now going to. 
be in the minds of many members of the | make an admission which also may be 
Opposition that in some way or other, at construed as inconsistent with what I 
some time, by some act of omission have said before. The argument on the 
or of commission which has not been other side has been that if we had done 
explained, at some period of the nego- something different peace might have 
tiations, we have interfered in such a| been preserved. Well, Sir, I say that,, 
way as to prevent a peaceful settle- having most carefully considered all the 
ment which might otherwise have been circumstances in the light of the most. 
secured. Well, now, Sir, I am going to recent events—in the light of the ultima- 
make an admission. I am inclined to tum and in the light of the recent speeches 
complain—or perhaps I should not say of President Kruger and others—I have: 
complain—of the right hon. Gentleman, now come to the conclusion that war was, 
who does, I think, occasionally—unin- | always inevitable. It is a. conclusion at 
tentionally, of course, but still rather which I have only recently and most 
unfairly—twist former utterances of his reluctantly arrived.. Sir, the right hon. Gen- 
opponents in order to prove their sup- tleman, or any one else, can tind passages. 
posed or real inconsistency. I will at different times in the despatches which 
give an_ illustration of that in were only the other day laid upon the 
the speech of the right hon. Table of the House in which I have con- 
Gentleman. He referred to the speech I tinued to be—I will not say sanguine, 
made on May 6, 1896—a speech whizh has but, at all events, in which I have con- 
never been corrected by me—and I do not | tinued to express. hope of peace. I ex- 
know, therefore, whether any words have | pressed such hopes of peace when the 
been omitted. The right hon. Gentle- | House broke up at the end of last session. 
man knows what a difference the omission | From the first day I came into office | 
of a word may make, and I have for long | hoped for peace ; I strove for peace. At 
found no time to correct my speeches. | that time, and at an earlier period, down 
But, at all events, take the speech as it | even to the most recent period, I have 
appears in Hansard. It was a speech | believed in peace. But do let us all look 
in which I expressed my opinion that it | at the matter in the new light in which it 
would be impolitic, even immoral, to go | is now presented. to us. My hon. friend. 
to war with the Transvaal in order to en-| the Member for Durham expressed in. 
force certain internal reforms. Well, Sir, eloquent terms his additional regret that,. 
the introduction of a single word would | not only were we at war, but that we had 


make the meaning clear. But what I| come to war after being apparently so. 


complain of is that a particular passage | near to peace. The Leader of the Opposi- 
like that is taken without reference to the | tion spoke in the same sense, and the 
circumstances under which the speech is right hon.. Member for West Monmouth 
delivered or to the general tone of the | followed himon the same line. Sir, have 
speech. I appeal to the House to judge| we ever been near peace? We have 
even me fairly. Is it likely that I should | appeared to be near peace ; reason. has 
have ever intended to say, even in May, | been given to us to make us think 
1896, that it would always be immoral, | that we were near it. But is it not 
that it would always be impossible, that it | true, when we come to look at the 
would always be impolitic to interfere in | whole: situation, that always there have 
the internal affairs of the Transvaal? been cardinal differences ;. that there have 
What I meant then, and what I say now, | been things which it was essential for us 
is that, unless the Conventions are broken, | to demand and to obtain ; and that those 
we have no claim under the Conventions | things. President. Kruger and his friends 


for any interference in the internal affairs | and advisers have always been determined 


of the Transvaal. But if our fellow-sub- | not to grant? I claim these quotations. 


Mr, J. Chamberlain. 
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from my past speeches upon this subject | tion did say in a speech the other day— 


as confirmation of what I again emphati- 
cally declare to the House—that from 
first to last in these negotiations, while I 
have put first in my mind the deter- 
mination at all costs to secure justice 
for British subjects, and to secure 
the paramountcy (or call it what you will) 
of this country—that is not the immediate 
subject of discussion—while I have done 
that, within these limits I have striven | 
to the very best of my poor ability to | 
secure a peaceful settlement. When I | 
have been in doubt as to President 
Kruger’s intentions, I have given him the | 
benefit of the doubt. Iam taunted with | 
having spoken of his magnanimity. I 
desired to believe him magnanimous. | 
Some great man—Goethe, I think—-said | 
that if you wish a man to be what you | 
want him to be, you must express your | 
belief that he is so. I convinced 
myself, I satisfied myself, that 
there were indications of magnanimity 
which I rejoiced to acknowledge. Well, 
Sir, I may have erred. You may ridicule 
my foresight; you may contemn my 
moderation ; but you cannot deny that 
all this points to my intimate and anxious 
desire for that peaceful settlement which 
we have failed to secure. Before I 
go in detail into the points raised by the 
right hon. Gentleman, let us see—and 
this is the pleasantest task in which any 
man in my position can engage—how far 
we are agreed. We are agreed on the 
whole—but for some insignificant excep- 
tions, who will themselves admit that they 
do not carry much representative weight 
at the present time—as to the policy and 
duty of the Government in the present | 
situation. After that extraordinary ulti- 
matum which was addressed to the Queen 
and the Government it is impossible, as 
the right hon. Member for West Mon- | 
mouth observed, for Her Majesty’s 
Government to do anything other than to | 
prosecute with all energy the war which | 
has been thrust upon us, and to carry it | 
as quickly as possible to a successful | 
issue. But our agreement does not cease | 
there; that is only the present situa- | 
tion. When hon. Members opposite come | 
to consider the whole subject they will | 





and I think it was rather a hasty expres- 
sion—that the man in the street did not 
know what the cause of the war was. 
Well, Sir, the man in the street really is 
wiser than the right hon. Gentleman 
thought him to be. With that great 
instinct of the British people in all times 
of crisis, the man in the street has put 
aside technicalities and legal subtleties 
and has gone to the root of the question. 
He knows perfectly well that we are 
going to war in defence of principles— 
the principles upon which this Empire 
has been founded and upon which alone 
it can exist. What are those principles ? 
I do not think that anyone—however 
extreme a view he may take of this par- 
ticular war, and however much he may 
condemn and criticise the policy of her 
Majesty’s Government — will dispute 
what I am_ going to say. The 
first principle is this—that if we 
are to maintain our position in regard to 
other nations, if we are to maintain our 


/existence as a great Power in South 


Africa, we are bound to show that we 
are both willing and able to protect 
British subjects everywhere when they 
are made to suffer from oppression and 
injustice. This is especially incumbent 
upon us in the present case, because 
equality was promised between the two 
white races by President Kruger ; be- 
cause that equality was the foundation of 
the negotiations upon which the inde- 


| pendence of the Transvaal was conceded ; 
and, further, that equality was promised 
| to British subjects in South Africa by Mr. 


Gladstone, the head of the Government 
which made the Convention. That is the 
first principle. It is a principle which 
prevails always and everywhere, and in 
every difference which we may have with 
another country; but it prevails with 
special force and emphasis in this case, in 
which our relations with the Transvaal 
in the establishment of the Republic are 
so special and peculiar. The second 
principle is that, in the interests of South 
Africa and in the interests of the British 
Empire, Great Britain must remain 
the paramount Power in South Africa. 
Let me at once say that, when 


be surprised to find how trifling ‘really | we talk about South Africa, we can- 
are the differences between us. At all | not always make every qualification and 
events, I can show to you that we are| exception. What we mean is not the 


absolutely agreed as to the objects of the | 
policy. There is no doubt about that. 
It is true that the Leader of the Opposi- | 


German or Portuguese possessions, but 


| the two Republics and the British colonies. 


Almost everyone will admit that that 
K 2 Third Day. 
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great principle is one which both sides of 
the House are determined to maintain. 
Why do we maintain it? Because, as the 


Leader of the Opposition said—most | 


wisely, if I may venture to say so—the 


peace of South Africa depends upon our | 


accepting the responsibilities of that posi- 
tion. These, then, are the two principles, 
and we are at war now because the 


oligarchy—for it is nothing more than an | 


oligarchy ; it is a Republic, but it is not 
a democracy—because the oligarchy at 
Pretoria, very often, 1 am afraid—nay, I 
am certain—in its own personal interest, 


aided and abetted by President Steyn and | 


advisers outside the Republic, has per- 
sistently pursued, from the very day of 
the signing of the Convention of 1881 
down to now, a policy which tended to 
the evasion of its obligations ; a policy by 


which it has broken its promises; by | 


which it has placed, gradually, but surely, 


British subjects in the Transvaal in a} 


position of distinct inferiority ; by which 
it has conspired against and undermined 
the suzerainty, the paramountcy which 
belongs to Great Britain. I say 
that these are the objects of the war ; 


and I challenge—no, I do not challenge, I | 


invite—hon. Members opposite, or the 
vast majority of them, at any rate, to say 
whether they differ from me in thinking 
that these two great 


are objects in which they share as 


fully as ourselves. Now, did President | 


Kruger at any time intend to make these 
objects possible? As I have said, we 
have hoped and believed; but, looking 
back at what has passed, does anyone 
eontinue to believe that there was any 
time at which these two objects com- 
mended themselves to President Kruger’s 


mind and, of course, to the minds of his | 


advisers and colleagues? If not, if that 
great difference has always existed 


between us, then am I not right in saying | 


that war was inevitable some time or 
other, that some day force would have to 
be used by this country—unless, indeed, 
which I will not contemplate for a 
moment, a party could be found 
willing to betray those interests ? 
If I am right so far, these rights exist, 
and are we not entitled to insist upon 
them? Is there any difference between 
us, or to what extent does that difference 
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objects — to | 
maintain the rights of British subjects | 
and the paramountcy of this country— | 
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This raises a question which I want to 
make perfectly clear. Are there no 
grievances of British subjects in the Trans- 
vaal? Is it denied that they have been 
| placed in a position of degraaing and 
humiliating inferiority? I am not going 
to quote trom Blue Books, although they 
are full of evidence on that subject. For 
my present purpose I rely absolutely on 
the statements of hon. and right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. Iam not going to 
quote them at length, but I will quote a 
few words. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition, at Guildford, 
said that British subjects had not the 
elements of civil rights or of civil freedom. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Fife said that they were denied those 
civil and political rights that were cus- 
tomarily regarded as the necessary equip- 
ment of a civilised and social community. 
_Lord Rosebery said they were under an 
intolerable condition of subjection and 
injustice ; and the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Monmouth, in a letter to 
The Times, spoke of “the grievances which 
we all admit.” That is granted. With 
very few exceptions we agree to the mag- 
nitude of the grievances. Does the 
House for a moment suppose that these 
grievances are personal, and that we 
are concerned because Mr. Jones, 
of the ‘Transvaal, is subjected to 
some inconvenience, pecuniary loss, or 
personal degradation ? That in itself isa 
matter of some importance, for, after all, 
we do not forget the hackneyed phrése, 
and it is a true one—that it is something 
to be British citizens. But there is some- 
thing more than that, and this is what I 
want to impress upon the House. What 
is to be our position in the world—I will 
say, what is to be our position in Africa 
if we are to submit to this inferiority ? 
Is peace to be preserved under such con- 
ditions? Are racial differences and ani- 
mosities to be avoided? Why, Sir, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition has again and again referred 
|in terms none too strong to the evil of 
| racial animosity. Yes, Sir, but what he 
has always omitted to observe is what, I 
| venture to say, a colleague who sits near 
to him could have informed him of. I 
| refer to the right hon. Gentleman the 
| Member for South Aberdeen, who says that 
| this racial animosity has not yet to be 
created by anything that we do. It was 





go as to our right to use force | not created by the Raid—it existed before. 
to compel submission to our will? 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


| Aw Hon. MemBER: Yes. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
wish to enter into a personal controversy, 
but I want to know why the right hon. 
Gentleman did not say so ? 


Srr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Because everybody knows it. What I 
said was that there was no necessity to 
state what everybody knew. What I 
wished to point out was that feelings of 
animosity would be increased tenfold and 
a hundredfold when the Dutch and 
English were driven to slaughter one 
another. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am grate- 
ful to the right hon. Gentleman. [ am 
glad that, at all events, we are agreed 
that this animosity existed before. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Hear, hear. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: We differ, 


perhaps, in our estimate of the extent to 


which this animosity will be or can be | 


increased. Sir, the animosity, the racial 
animosity, which has been the curse of 
South Africa, is based upon contempt. 
Hate is bad enough, I admit, but I would 
sooner have the hate of any man 
than his contempt, and as it is 
with individuals, so it is with nations. 
These animosities are bitter, are in- 
creasing, and will increase as long as 
one white race in South Africa has con- 
tempt for the other. Is it denied? It was 
to his views on that point towhich I wanted 
to refer when I spoke of the right hon. 
gentleman the Member for South Aber- 
deen. This morning in the Daily News lam 
supplied with my quotation. He said in 


that book, for which we all have, I hope, | 


the greatest admiration, the following— 


“It must be admitted that the event belied 
some of their hopes.” 


—he was speaking of the Convention of 
1881— 


“They (Mr. Gladstone’s Government) had 


expected that the Transvaal people would ap- | 


preciate the generosity of the retrocession 
as well as the humanity which was willing 


to forego vengeance for the tarnished lustre of | 
British arms. The Boers, however, saw | 


neither generosity nor humanity in their con- 
duct, but only fear. Jubilant over their 
victories and (like the Kaffirs in the South 
Coast wars) not realising the overwhelming 
force which could have been brought against 
them, they fancied themselves entitled to add 
some measure of contempt to the dislike they 
already cherished to the English, and they 
have ever since shown themselves unpleasant 
neighbours.” 


Sir, that is a wise word and a true 
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j word. In my _ opinion, there will 
/never be an end to racial animosity 
|until both the white races have, 
I will not say learnt to love each other, 
| but, at all events, to respect each other. 
The quotation which I have read shows, 
| I think, that both sides of the House are 
/are agreed as to the objects we should 
ihave in view; but are we agreed 
‘as to the main lines on which we 
should pursue those objects ? Of course, 
| peaceful negotiation is the best line—the 
| line which should be exhausted before 
|any other line is attempted. That we 
| are all agreed upon. I now come to my 
‘right hon. friend the Member for 
| Montrose, and I may say that he has 
/made speeches in the country of great 
| moderation and, I need not say, with 
great courage, because he has _ been 
‘championing what is undoubtedly an 
unpopular cause. This is what he says 
upon this point, “ We are all for insisting 
upon fair play.” Again he said, “I 
entirely agree with the Government 
in insisting”—TI call attention to 
the word “insisting ”—‘‘upon the vote 
being granted after five years resi- 
dence.” . The Leader of the Opposition 
says, “If we claim as we do claim, if we 
enforce, as we do enforce, our right to 
seek redress for the grievances of our 
countrymen,” it is not because of the Con- 
vention but or our rights under genera! 
international law. In the main | agree 
'with him. What I want to point out is 
this—that the Leader of the Opposition 
and my right hon. friend take what may 
be called an extreme view, but they both 
agree that we have a right to insist and 
‘to enforce our just claims upon the 
Transvaal Government. Now, Sir, is it 
not absurd, under these circumstances, to 
say that we did wrong in contemplating 
the possibility of military preparations ! 
| Their statements would be inexplicable 
except on the assumption that both these 
| right hon. Gentlemen contemplated that a 
time might come when we should have to 
“enforce” and “insist” after what had 
previously been friendly negotiations. 
Now I ask every fair-minded man on the 
| other side, if you were in power and in 
| the place of this Government, what would 
|have been your course? What would 
| have been your policy? It is evident 
| you would have pursued the same policy 
and the same object, contending it was 
| just and right, and you would have asked 
‘for the same reforms, for the same five 
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years franchise. 
policy have diverged from ours? Up to 
the present we are the most unanimous 
House of Commons on both sides that I 
have ever met. This is the point I would 
put. Suppose the negotiations had 
failed with you as they have failed 
with us, what would you have 
done then? If your insistence had 
been of no avail, would vou have with- 
drawn your demands? Would you have 
betrayed your countrymen? Would you 
have lost South Africa? It is absurd to 
answer except in one way. You would 
have been bound by your own utterances. 
You could not have helped yourselves. 
You would have been bound to carry your 
proceedings a step further and use force 


when persuasion had failed. If you had 


gone to war under these circumstances, 
there would have been absolutely no 
difference between your policy and ours. 
If you did not go to war, well, Sir, I de- 
cline to contemplate the alternative, 
which at all events would have been dis- 
astrous to your country. I wish to say a 
word upon another subject which has not 
been mentioned in the debate, and which 
has not appeared in the Blue Books. 
When we have talked of grievances 


hitherto we have confined ourselves to the | 


grievances of the whites. The House will 
bear in mind when we granted the Con- 
vention of 1881 and substituted the 
articles of the Convention of 1884 we 


undertook the protection of the natives of | 


the Transvaal. Those natives had been 


our subjects. They were the majority | 
of the inhabitants, and we retroceded | 


them to the Transvaal, the natives 
whom we had _ promised to pro- 
tect. How have we kept our promise 4 


Sir, the treatment of the natives of the | 


Transvaal has been disgraceful; it has 
been brutal ; it has been unworthy of a 
civilized Power. Why have we not com- 
plained, it is said. Why have not I 
complained? In 1896 I drafted a des- 
patch, and I sent it out to Sir Hercules 
Robinson, and I instructed him to make 
representations to the Transvaal as to 
their conduct to Malaboch and other 
native chiefs. Then the Raid came, and 
I had to telegraph instructions that that 
despatch could not, with any propriety, 
be presented at that time. That is the 
true reason why I have not made com- 
plaints, and why there is, therefore, very 
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| time done our duty or kept our promise 
| to these native subjects whom we retro- 
|ceded against their will, and whom we 
| promised to protect. We have heard a 
| great deal of the Great Trek. I do not 
| know whether the hon. gentlemen who 
| talk about the Great Trek have informa- 
tion different from mine—whether it 
| differs very much from mine. The Great 
| Trek took place mainly and chiefly be- 
| cause, in the words of the Boers them- 
‘selves, and you can prove it from their 
/own language, they wanted to “ wallop 
| their own niggers.” 


| Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): It is not 
true. [Cries of “ Withdraw.”] 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
must call upon the hon. Member to with- 
draw that expression. 


Mr. DILLON: Mr. Speaker, you 
can suspend me if you like. I did not 
apply it in that sense. I did not impeach 
the veracity of the right hon. Gentleman. 
I said the statement was untrue, and that 
is an expression that I have frequently 
heard in the House of Commons. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I did not understand 
the hon. Gentleman to impute unveracity 
to the right hon. Gentleman, but such an 
interruption as “It is not true” in the 
course of a speech is irregular. I will 
not, after the hon. Member’s explanation 
that he did not intend to impute want of 
| veracity, ask him to withdraw the expres- 
sion. But I repeat that such expressions 
are entirely irregular, and I hope that 
|expressions of that kind will not be 
| repeated. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Perhaps I 
/may be allowed to say that I quite under- 
stand the intention of the hon. Gentle- 
/man. Of course, all questions of history 
/are matters of opinion to a certain 
extent, but what I want to express 
'here, in the strongest possible terms, 
is my opinion that the main 
reason for the trek of the Boers from 
| British rule was their disinclination to be 
| interfered with in their treatment of the 
native races. That is my belief. My 
| opinion is that the independence of which 
| we hear so much, and which the Boers 
/are said to value so highly, is a free right 


| to treat as they like the people under 


little correspondence in the Blue Books| their control. I have dealt with the 
about the native grievances ; but do not | question which I say was the first cause 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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wf the war—that is the grievances of 
British subjects, the injustice done to 


them. NowI come to the question of | 


supremacy. I believe we are all agreed 
as to the necessity of maintaining what I 
describe as supremacy. Then has it been 
threatened ? 


to this supremacy? Well, Sir, the 
whole policy and object of the 
Boers in regard to this matter has 


been displayed so clearly that the man in 
the street canreadas he runs. Why, Sir, 
from 1881 downwards they have been 
patiently, cleverly, persistently, by im- 
perceptible steps, endeavouring to oust 
the Queen from her suzerainty, to throw 
off the last trace of subordination, until, 
grown bold by apparent immunity in the 
course they have pursued, they now take 
off the mask, they show openly what has 
been their object all along, and declare 
themselves to be a sovereign independent 
State. Do you suppose that, because they 
only declared that in May last, they had 
not it in their minds? We had not it in 
our minds—credulous people that we 
have been. At least I had not it in mine— 
I cannot speak for my predecessors. I 
did not know that they had any preten- 
sion to be an independent sovereign State 
until they declared it in the despatch of 
May last. I do not care whether they 
insisted upon it or not. I think they 
found they had made a mistake by show- 
ing their cards, and I think in a subse- 
quent despatch they were 
anxious to weaken the effect which they 
had produced. I think that throws a 
most lurid light on the policy of the 
Boers. If you want any confirmation of 
it you will find it in a perfect cloud of 
witnesses—in the conversations, which 
came out by no fault of the Boers, 
between Joubert and Lobengula, when 
he urged upon that chief to make 


common cause with the Boers and wipe | 


the stink of the English out of the land ; 


in the negotiations of 1884, to which I | 


shall have to refer; in the refusal of Pre- 
sident Kruger to accept the invitation for 
which he himself had asked in 1896 on 
the express ground that he found that | 
refused to discuss with him any alteration 


of Article 4, which placed the foreign re- | 


lations of the Transvaal under the control 
of Her Majesty’s Government; in con- 
stant intrigues with the Uitlanders them- 
selves who, again and again, have been 
invited by Boer emissaries to give up this 
appeal to Her Majesty’s Government and to 
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| engage with the Boers in creating a United 
South Africa entirely free of Imperial in. 
fluence and control; and in the treason- 
able appeal which was circulated widely, 
weeks before the ultimatum, on the bor- 
ders of the Cape Colony, amongst the 
Dutch, and in which they were told that 
their rights as Afrikanders in the English 
colonies—rights which are exactly on an 
equality with those of British subjects— 
were only protected by the continued 
existence of the two Republics, and that 
as the two Republics were threatened the 
Afrikanders should join with the Boers in 
going to war in order to get rid of British 
supremacy. In every line of the ultimatum, 
too, there breathes this desire to escape 
subordination. There is much more to 
be said upon which we have suspicion 
which amounts to knowledge—not the 
proof that you would bring forward in a 
court of law, but a suspicion which, I am 
certain, no one who has been in my office 
has failed to entertain, a suspicion which 
points to the fact that the mission, so- 
called, of Dr. Leyds has been one con- 
tinual series of intrigues with foreign 
Powers against the british supremacy, 
There has been an object, present to the 
minds of a certain number of the Dutch 
colonists, perhaps, but, at all events, to 
the whole population of the Transvaal 
Republic and of the Orange Free State, 
an ideal which, I will go so far as 





to say, it is very proper for them 
to entertain, but which it would 
have been most improper and most 


dangerous for us to encourage. This ideal 

was a united South Africa, an independent 

Republic, permitting us by their goodwill 

to retain our hold upon the Cape so long 

as our naval protection was necessary for 
the Republic, but leaving us in Africa in 
' one corner, and there only as a matter of 
sufferance. There are people who say, 
“What a preposterous notion ! How could 
it ever have been entertained? How 
could it ever have been a danger to this 
| great country ? How could we, with our 

enormous wealth and resources, be alarmed 
by the threats of insubordination on the 
| part of 30,000, be they more or less ”— 
| they happen to be a great deal more— 
“of Dutch farmers?” The inequality is 
not quite so great as that. It is all very 
well for certain hon. Gentlemen at one 
‘time to pretend to under-estimate the 
strength of our enemies, and at another to 
| exaggerate it. I hope we take a more 
|reasonable view. What was happening 
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was this, that by continuous accretions { House will bear with me while I en™ 
of the military armaments of the two | deavour to put before it briefly, but at 
States, and especially by the ammunition, | the same time as clearly as possible, the 
arms, guns, artillery, and men that were | history of this rather complicated ques- 
constantly poured into the Transvaal, the | | tion. The right hon. Gentleman, the 
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Transvaal had become a few months ago | Leader of the Opposition, said that the 
by far the most powerful military State | | question of the suzerainty had been “ dug 
in Africa. Great Britain, with all its. re- | up from the grave in which in 1884 it 


sources, could not stand up against her! had been decently buried.” I do not 
quite know what he meant by that. I 
think I know, and perhaps he will correct 
me if lam wrong. The right hon. Gen- 
| tleman the Member for West Monmouth 
‘said that successive Secretaries of State 
jhad agreed that the suzerainty was 
abolished. Now that is an. entire mis- 
take. 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouth, W.): I quoted the words of the 
right hon. Gentleman himself—“ succes- 
sive Secretaries of State.” It was not 
my statement. It was his—that suc- 
cessive Secretaries of State had declared 
that they had no right to interfere 
with the internal affairs of the Trans- 
vaal. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, Sir ;. 
but I think, if the right hon. Gentleman 


at that time. It was impossible. Of. 


course we might, by an expenditure of | 


blood and treasure from which every man | 
wouldshrink, have restored our supremacy | 
after it had been taken from us, but does 
anybody think that that would have been 


a trifling operation? With the whole of | 


South Africa in arms, with the whole of 
South Africa in the possession of the 
Boers, does anybody suppose that it would 


have been a small operation under such | 
circumstances, even for a rich and power- | 
ful country, to have put, it may be, | 


200,000 or 100,060 men into South 
Africa? That was the danger. We have 
then escaped, I believe, one of the greatest 
dangers which we have ever been sub- 
jected to in Africa. I venture to say that 
you, the Opposition, without respect of 


party or individual opinions, with few | 


exceptions, share our three great objects. 


You desire, as we did, the maintenance | will allow me, that that is not the point. 
of the supremacy ; you ‘desire the equality | | He did say that, but on that he based his 


of the white races; you desire the just | 
protection which we ‘have promised to the | 
natives. The main lines of our policy | 


have been the same. You in the last | 
resort, as we in the last resort, would , 


have resorted to arms, if necessary, to 
ensure the objects you had in view. What 
remains?—and here arises the whole 


point of difference between the two sides | 
—the details of the negotiations. It is 


with those I have now to deal. I come 
first to the question of the suzerainty. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouth, in a speech in the 
country, said that he thought “ the 
suzerainty had been the principal obstacle 
to a satisfactory settlement.” I do not 
think that he put it so strongly last night, 
but at all events I can assure him, and I 
think I shall be able to satisfy him, that 


further statement that successive Secre- 
taries of State had declared that the 
suzerainty had been abolished. I am 
dealing only with the right of suzerainty, 
not with the right of interference from 
whatever cause arising. I say that no Sec- 
retary of State for the Colonies, from 
Lord Kimberley in 1881 down to myself, 
including all those who intervened, has 
ever stated, or, as I believe, has. 
|ever thought, that either the suze- 
rainty was abolished or that the 
name of suzerainty had been renounced. 
| I believe I can say that this is true; at 
| any rate, that is my statement. When. 
does the Leader of the Opposition suggest. 
that the suzerainty was buried? I sup- 
pose in 1884, Well, Sir, the right hon. 
Gentleman was not in that Cabinet. I 
was. [assert that it was not buried in 





that opinion is altogether unfounded, and | 1884, and I would point out to the right 
that, although it may be true that the | hon. Gentleman that in saying it was he. 
desire to get rid of the suzerainty was | makes—unintentionally, of course—a very 
one of the great objects, one of the great | serious charge against some of his present 
motive-springs of the Boers, the insistence | colleagues, and against all the members. 
on suzerainty by this country did not, | of that Cabinet, because if the suzerainty 





in itself, in any way impair the con-| was abolished in 1884 our supporters and 
duct of the negotiations. I hope the| the country were deceived, What would 
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have been easier than to say then it had | Now, I do not agree with the right hon. 
been abolished—it would have been more Gentleman. I agree much more with the 
honourable than not to say it was/| Leader of the Opposition. When you 
abolished—if as a matter of fact it had | talk of independence here it appears that 
been abolished? But that was not the | in order not to be misunderstood you must 
opinion of anyone concerned at the time | always use a tremendous series of words 
in those negotiations. I am speaking in the | to express a meaning which is, after all, 
presence of one, at all events, of my col- | in the mind of everyone. Of course, 
leagues in those days. We were accused | when we talk of the independence of the 
of abolishing the suzerainty by our oppo- | Transvaal, we always mean independence 
nents. Lord Cadogan, in the House of as limited by the Convention. Very 
Lords, accused Lord Derby of an inten-| well, I submit that suzerainty is a better 
tion to abolish the suzerainty. What was term to use in regard to a State whose: 
the reply of Lord Derby? It was— | main independence is limited. 


“Whatever suzerainty meant in the Con- | Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: By 


vention of Pretoria, the condition of things | , : 
which it implied still remains.” | Convention. 


Lord Derby went on to say— | Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Certainly 
| by Convention. Surely no one has ever 
argued that suzerainty was otherwise than 
defined by the articles of the Convention. 
Was that consistent with the abolition of [I confess ‘our opinion is—although I have 
the suzerainty ? Our proposition is that said I did not care about a word—that 
the suzerainty was never buried, never suzerainty is a better word than para- 
abolished, from 1884 down to the present mountey. ‘Suzerainty” expresses our 
day. Throughout successive Govern- | position in regard to the Transvaal Re- 
ments of different party complexion the | public. ‘‘Paramountey” wouldexpressour 
existence of the suzerainty was asserted, | position better with the Orange Free 
although the particular word was never | State over which we have no suze- 


“Although the word was not actually em- 
ployed, we have kept to the substance of it.” 


used after 1884. rainty, but in regard to which our 
relations have always been more or less 
Hon. MEMBERS : Hear, hear. modified by the fact that we have para- 


mount interests. But, as I have said, it 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes; but it matters little what is the word, provided 
was never renounced. Now, Sir, I agree, we have the substance. Now why, 
with the right hon. Gentleman the Leader jin those circumstances, was the word 
of the Opposition when he says what does used in the despatch of October 16, 1897? 
a word matter? As the right hon. Gen- It has been supposed by the right hon. 
tleman says, we are not going to fight Gentleman the Member for Monmouth 
about a word. Not this Government, or that this was a gratuitous introduction of 
any other. But is he willing to fight an irritating expression in a despatch 
about the substance? That is the whole which was intended to be conciliatory 
point. As far as the word goes I agree and to make for peace. No, Sir, it was 
with the right hon. Gentleman. But the not so at all. In my judgment the rever- 
cardinal and essential fact is supremacy, sion to the word suzerainty was absolutely 
predominance, preponderance, _para- called for by the action of the Boers in 
mountey—call it what you will. I[ do, attempting openly to undermine the sub- 
not care a brass button which of those stance of the suzerainty. The name 
words you choose. You may call it became of importance when the substance 
Abracadabra if you like, provided you was attacked. That is the point. Let 
keep the substance. The right hen. | us see now how that happened. We are 
Gentleman the Member for Monmouth, | all agreed as to the importance of the 
does not agree with the Leader of the | substance, admirably described by Lord 
Opposition, because he said yesterday | Kimberley in 1881 as “ the superiority 
that he rejected paramountcy. It is not over a State possessing independent 
merely a question of a word with him. | rights of government subject to reser- 
He rejects the thing. He says, “How | vations with reference to certain specified 
can you have paramountcy consistent with matters.” That is the definition 
the independence of the Transvaal?” which we have always accepted, 
Third Day. 
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and upon which we have always pro- 
ceeded. The word was then chosen as 
most conveniently describing this 
superiority. Let me say in passing that 
it is of collateral importance. It is not 
merely a matter of etymological defini- 
tion, but the importance of the word con- 
sists in the impression it produces upon 
those foreign Powers whose intervention 
in South Africa we desire to avoid. It is 
a well understood term. It gives us 
certain rights in regard to them, and for 
that reason I have always preferred it, as 
a matter of convenience, to any other 
word that has been suggested. Well, 
this word suzerainty appears in the pre- 
amble of the Convention of 1881. A 
great deal of confusion has arisen from 
talking of this preliminary part of the 
Convention of 1881 as a preamble. _ It is 
not properly a preamble. It is the charter 
of the independence—-the limited inde- 
pendence—of the Transvaal. Destroy the 
preamble and there is no basis whatever 
for the independence of the Transvaal 
no legal and constitutional basis for the 
independence of the Transvaal. That, 
at all events is the view we have 
always taken on the subject. No 
doubt, from the moment this Con- 
vention was signed—although it was 
described, in the few days that followed, 
by President Kruger as a most magnani- 
mous act on the part of the British 
Government, one which would gain for 
ever for the British Government and the 
Queen the loyalty, admiration, and 
gratitude of the Transvaal people—from 
almost the day on which his signature 
was affixed to that Convention President 
Kruger was engaged in an attempt to get 
it altered. Accordingly, in 1884, a new 
Conference took place. What was the 
origin of that Conference? A_ letter 
from the Boer Government asking Her 
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| claimed to be an independent State public 
| juris, and in that treaty, as between two 
independent States, they asked for arbi- 
tration to settle all differences that might 
'have or had arisen. What was the 
answer of Lord Derby—of the man who 
is now said to have abolished the 
suzerainty ? He returned their treaty to 
them. He said the terms of the treaty 
and the form of the treaty were such as 
Her Majesty’s Government could not even 
consent to consider. So far, at all events, 
Lord Derby had not abolished the suze- 
rainty. He refused to abolish the suze- 
rainty, and, as I have shown, he in the 
| most express manner declined to consider 
‘the subject. Well, the actual Convention 
'which was signed did not mention suze- 
-rainty. But why should it? Will hon. 
Gentlemen, those who are lawyers as well 
| as those who are not, apply common sense 
to this proceeding? You have two very 
‘formal and important agreements, con- 
tracts between two parties. Is it cus- 
_tomary to interpret these contracts by 
anything else than what is contained 
within the four corners of them! If you 
treat these two Conventions in that way, 
what do you find? That the second 
/Convention says that Her Majesty has 
been pleased to say such and such articles 
‘shall be substituted for such and such 
‘other articles. Suppose an Act of 
| Parliament repealed in terms certain 
clauses of another Act, Clauses 2, 3, 4, 5, 
'and 6, would it be contended that it also 
|inferentially repealed Clause 1? Surely 
‘in this case, where the second Conven- 
‘tion deliberately, clearly, and definitely 
states, as it does, that it substitutes cer- 
tain articles for other articles, what you 
ought to do is to paste these articles over 
the articles which are repealed, and leave 
all the rest standing. I think it is per- 
fectly clear, under these circumstances, 


Majesty’s Government to consider, what ? | that the pream)le remains—that preamble 
Not the abolition of the suzerainty, but | which is the justification of the suzerainty, 
some restriction of the extent of the | and which is also the foundation of the 
suzerainty. Those are the exact words. independence of the South African 
They did not claim the abolition of the | Republic. ‘Oh, but,” says the right hon. 
suzerainty—they wanted it to be restric- | Gentleman, “there was a black line round 
ted ; as it was so, in fact, subsequently, | the preamble in one of the documents 
most imprudently as I am obliged to | which was submitted to the Boer deputa- 
confess now. But although that was the | tion.” In the first place I do not think it 
letter which the Boer Government | is fair, when we know nothing about the 
sent and upon which a deputation | circumstances, at all events, of those 
from them was received, the moment | interviews, to construe formal documents 
they got here and were received they | by inferential statements, obiter dicta, 
changed their note, and they put in a| memoranda which are not contained in 
treaty in the introduction of which they | those documents. There are heaps of 
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-answers that might be made to the argu- | “suzerainty,” that is the justification of 


ment derived from the fact that in the 
draft of the second Convention which was 
submitted to the Boers a black line was 
drawn round the preamble of the first 
Convention—but the answer which I 
make—I do not know whether it is the 
true one, but it seems to me to be com- 
mon sense—is this, that in drawing up 
the second Convention there was no room 
for the preamble. The second Conven- 
tion had nothing to do with the pre- 
.amble ; the second Convention substi- 
tuted articles by which the suzerainty 
was limited. The preamble remaining, it 
was not necessary to put that preamble 
once more in the second Convention. 
I am arguing with a lawyer, but it seems 
to me—being a layman, I do not want to 
push a legal argument too far—that if 
you did put the preamble into the Con- 
vention of 1884 you would have made 
nonsense of it ; it would not read ; there 
is no reason for putting it in. It does 
not follow that because you did not put 
it in in 1884, therefore you repealed it in 
1884. That is the conclusion that was 
left on my mind when I first came to the 
‘consideration of this subject. If this 
uncertainty—if there is any uncertainty 
—has produced misunderstanding in the 
minds of the Boers, or in the mind of 
anybody else, what is the moral? The 
moral is that in diplomacy, as in most 
other things, you should not only mean 
what you say, but you should say what 
you mean. That being the state of the 
case, what happened in 1897? We got 
a despatch from the Transvaal Govern- 
ment once more proposing the old 
arrangement, making the same proposal 





| ment. 


which had been made in 1884 which was | 


summarily 
Once more 
we should 
ment with 


rejected by Lord Derby. 

they proposed that 
enter into an arrange- 
them 


that all differences | 


should be subjected to arbitration by a. 


foreign State ; which was again the asser- | 


tion of precisely the position which had 
been rejected in 1884, Sir, it was a 


challenge to us, and if we had not taken | 


notice of that challenge it would have 
been said of us that tacitly we had done 
-away with the suzerainty which up to 
that moment had never been aban- 
doned by our predecessors, and which we 
believe in the minds of our predecessors 
was believed to exist. That is the justi- 


fication—whatever may have been the 
effect of the introduction of the word 


| 


it in the minds of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
Our hands were forced. We had 
been content, as our predecessors had 
been content, to speak of “ paramountcy ” 
because we supposed that it was less 
irritating than the word “suzerainty.” 
That suzerainty was challenged in the 
substance ; then we thought it necessary 
to reassert the name also. Here is 
another point which I particularly wish to 
impress upon the mind of the right hon. 
Gentleman. How is suzerainty an ob- 
stacle toa settlement? I must assume 
he thinks that the mention of suzerainty 
is extremely irritating to the Boers. 
Granted, for the sake of argument. 
It was made in October, 1897. What 
happened? Did they immediately make 
a strong reply? Not a bit of it. They 
allowed the whole controversy to lapse 
for six months. It was six months before 
we heard a single word in reply. When 
we made our second reply an interval of 
five months was allowed to elapse. It 
was nineteen months after the word had 
been introduced that they agreed, appa- 
rently most willingly, to the Conference at 
Bloemfontein, and through the whole of 
that Conference, from the beginning to the 
end, the President never put forward the 
question of suzerainty. ‘The only points 
on which he was apparently anxious were 
the question of indemnity, the question 
of arbitration, and his claim to have 
entire control of Swaziland. I think, 
therefore, even if it were granted to the 
right hon. Gentleman that it would be a 
mistake to introduce this question into 
the discussion at all, the right hon. 
Gentleman must admit that it could not 
have a serious effect on the subsequent ne- 
gotiations. The second point of objection 
which the right hon. Gentleman has taken 
to our policy is the publication of Sir 
Alfred Milner’s despatch. Will the 
House consider for a moment who Sir 
Alfred Milner is? What were the cir- 
cumstances of his appointment? The 


/moment that appointment was made, by 








common acclamation from everybody— 
every organ of public opinion, to which- 
ever party they belonged—Sir Alfred 
Milner’s appointment was hailed as the 
most admirable appointment that could 
possibly have been made. It was recog- 
nised that he was a most distinguished 
public servant ; everything he had done 
he had done well. It was said he was a 
man of great discretion and judgment ; it 
Third Day. 
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was said he was a man cautious even to 
an extreme; it was believed that going 
to that country in difficult and com- 
plicated circumstances he, at all events, 
would not err on the side of temerity. 
I believe Sir Alfred Milner belongs, 
politically, to the party opposite. [‘« No! ”] 
It is just as good for my argument 
whether he does or not. I thought he 
belonged to the party opposite, but I do 
not attach any importance to that, he- 
cause I believe neither party, for their 
own credit, would ever think of party 
considerations in selecting an agent for so 
important a position. But having selected 
an agent you have got to trust him; you 
have got to assume, after he has been on 
the spot a sutlicient time, that his opinion 
is worthy of the most careful considera- 


tion, and you must not in any way in- | 


struct him contrary to his opinion unless 
you have most complete assurance to the 
contrary. Well, when we were publish- 
ing an important Blue Book, when matters 
were critical, | had not at the time any 
opinion on the situation from Sir Alfred 
Milner that I could publish. Suppose I had 
published an important Blue Book without 
an opinion from him, what would have 
been said? Would not the first thing I 
should have been asked have been :-— 
“Where is Sir Alfred Milner’s opinion ? 
If he has given an opinion, why have you 
suppressed it? Why have you acted 
without his opinion?” That would be a 
most reasonable and proper question. 
Therefore I telegraphed to Sir Alfred 
Milner asking him to give his views for 
their publication. He sent the despatch ; 
I published it as I received it. What is 


suggested that I should have done? Is) 


it suggested that I should have 
suppressed it? What a_ howl of 
indignation would have come from the 
opposite benches if I had done that. 
Why, Sir, if I had disagreed with what 
Sir Alfred Milner said in that despatch I 
doubt very much whether I should have 
been justified in the circumstances of the 


case, considering the chavacter and posi- | 


tion of Sir Alfred Milner—I doubt 
whether I should have been justified in 
withholding from the House the opinion 
he had expressed. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal) : 
What about General Butler’s despatches ? 





Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That is a 
foolish and rather unnecessary interven- 
tion. I published, indeed, one despatch 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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| from General Butler on purpose to show 

what his opinion was. I had other 
‘despatches from General Butler, some 
marked ‘“ Confidential,” some of them in- 
volving personal questions which could 
not, in the interests of the public 
service, have been presented. But I 
myself particularly insisted that one 
despatch from General Butler should 
be published in order that his views 
should be known, although I do not con- 
sider that General Butler, who had just 
gone to the Cape in a military capacity, 
had at all the same claim to have 
his opinion represented to the House 
as Sir Alfred Milner had. When 
I was interrupted I was saying that 
clearly it was my duty, except in some 
very exceptional circumstances, to pub- 
lish Sir Alfred Milner’s despatch, sent 
for the purpose, even if I had disagreed 
with it. But, Sir, I agree with every 
word of it. How can it be supposed for 
a moment that there is a single thing 
whichSir Alfred Milner has done—whether 
he did it, by the necessity of the case, 
without consultation with me, or whether 
he did it after consultation with me—for 
which I do not take the fullest responsi- 
bility ? But then, I think, the contention 
is that there is a particular passage in 
Sir Alfred Milner’s despatch which I 
should have suppressed. If I had sup- 
pressed it, it would have had nothing 
whatever to do with the controversy. It 
/is not an offence to the Boers; it does 
not affect the settlement with them. If 
there is any criticism to be cast upon it, 
it is that it is unwise to give publicity to 
statements which reflect in any way upon 
the loyalty of our own colonies. But what- 
ever view you take of it, it cannot, at all 
events, be contended that the publication 
of that passage in the despatch had any- 
thing whatever to do with exasperating 
our relations with the Transvaal. What 
were the words Sir Alfred Milner used ? 
He said— 


“The Dutch Press in the Transvaal”— 
everybody knows the nature of the Dutch 
Press in the Transvaal—“and not in the 
Transvaal only ”—that refers to a portion of 
the Press in the colony—* preaches openly and 
{constantly the doctrine of a Republic em- 
| bracing all South Africa, and supports it by 
| menacing references to the armament of the 
| Transvaal, its alliance with the Orange Free 
| State, and the active sympathy which in case 
| of war it would receive from a section of Her 
| Majesty’s subjects. I regret to say that this 
| doctrine, supported as it is by a ceaseless 
| stream of malignant lies about the intentions. 
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of the British Government, is producing a great 
effect upon our Dutch fellow-colonists.” 

Sir, was that true? Yes, it was. Then, 
if it was true, does anyone mean to tell me 
it was dignified, or proper, or right, or 
wise to play the part of the ostrich, to 


bury our head in the sand, and conceal | 
what is a most important element of the | 


situation? That, then, is all that I have 
to say in defence of our action in publish- 
ing thedespatch of Sir Alfred Milner. Now, 
Sir, I come to the franchise negotiations. 


Of course, the House is fully aware of the | 


state of things which preceded those 
negotiations. Matters, which had never 
been satisfactory with regard to the treat- 
ment of the Uitlanders, were going from 
bad to worse. No single grievance had 
been remedied since the Raid. On the 
contrary, additional grievances had been 
created and old grievances had been 
increased. The last grievance of all was 
connected with the Edgar murder. Sir, 
I regretted to hear my right hon. friend 


the Member for Bodmin on a previous 


occasion making himself an apologist for 
this transaction. As a murder, if it had 
stood alone it was not more, perhaps, than 


a murder in any other civilised country. | 


But what made it serious was the way 
in which the Government treated the 


murderer, the way in which they pro- | 


voked and then broke up agitations on 
behalf of the victim and on 
justice and fair play. The end of that 
was a petition from the Uitlanders to the 
Government. Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment examined the petition, found the 
grievances substantial, and found the 
charges proved. They then wrote what 
I think must be admitted to have been a 
most moderate despatch. No one has yet 
laid finger on a word in that despatch 
which could be described as provocative. 
In that despatch we said that we could 
not permanently ignore the condition to 
which our fellow-subjects were reduced, 
and then we suggested a Conference, 
which was anticipated by a suggestion 
from President Steyn, and which took 
place at Bloemfontein, to discuss the 
question. Sir, I have seen complaints 
made that here was a failure on the 
part of the British Government to con- 
duct these negotiations properly, and 
that we were in the wrong to put the 
franchise first. But what was the alter 
native? There were only two things we 
could have done. We did not pretend 


that we had then, any more than we 
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he at any other time, a right of in- 
terference in the internal affairs of the 
Republic ; but what we did contend was 
| that we had a right to secure justice for 
our fellow-subjects, and we thought that 
the best way to secure that justice would 
be to enable them to secure justice for 
themselves ; and, above all, we thought 
that it would be a great advantage in 
future if her Majesty’s Government were 
| discharged from the task of taking up 
any future grievances, and could say : 
“You have your own Parliament, in 
'which you are represented; go to that 
Parliament and represent your views and 
gain redress in a constitutional way.” 
Sir, there were only two alternatives. We 
could put forward, as we did, this fran- 
chise proposal, which has always been 
wrongly described, as I put it to the right 
hon. Gentleman yesterday, as a mere 
franchise proposal, but which was really a 
proposal for substantial representation— 
such a representation as would enable the 
Uitlanders to have a fair amount of in- 
fluence upon the legislation of the country 
in which they lived. And we had the 
alternative instead of putting that for- 


ward, of claiming redress for every 
grievance, for scores of grievances— 


which would have involved interference 
in almost every detail of Transvaal 
administration—the courts of justice, 
the magistrates, the appointment 
of officials, bribery and _ corruption, 
monopolies, taxation, and matters deal- 
ing with civil and_ political rights. 
There were heaps of other grievances, 
_every one of which we should have had 
‘to raise if we had gone straight to 
grievances instead of taking up a method 
by which all grievances can be redressed. 
'My right hon. friend the Member for 
Montrose has very properly said in one 
of his speeches that if the Government 
had done that they would have courted 
defeat. Yes, does anyone suppose that 
President Kruger, who refused our mild 
proposition for the gradual settlement— 
it would not have been immediate ; it 
| would have taken years fully to arrive 
at—does anybody suppose that if he 
rejected that, he would have accepted 
from us an interference, an intermeddling 
control and revision of almost every 
|detail of his whole administration ? 
/Then my right hon. friend the Member 
'for Montrose made a charge against us 
| which is clearly not justified. He said 


| that after that we had shifted our ground. 


. Third Day. 
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Sir, we never shifted our ground from the | opportunity of removing misconception. 
first minute to the last moment of the | Now, Sir, how have these proposals of 
day of the ultimatum; our ground has | ours been described upon the other side ? 
still been the same. We never put for- | I take all my quotations from the other 
ward new proposals. The proposals were | side because I want to minimise, if 
exactly the same as they always had | possible, any difference that may still 


been —a substantial and immediate re-| remain. The hon. and learned Gentle- 


presentation at any moment, in order, at 
all events, to put an end to the immediate 
tension and crisis. 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs): I think the right hon. Gen- 
tleman will not deny that what I said 
was true. What I mean was that in the 


despatch with regard to the franchise | 


proposals, he added what I regarded as 
a fatal sentence, that there were other 
questions which were to be settled con- 
currently with the franchise. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir, 
that was not new; it was mentioned at 
the Bloemfontein Conference. [‘ No.”] 
Yes, pardon me, and it will be found 
in the Blue Book. If you will read the 
protocol of that Conference, you will 
find that that was mentioned and 
explained. Let me point out what the 
position was. Sir A. Milner proposed a 
moderate and substantial representation 
as practically a cure—not an immediate, 
but a slow and gradual cure—for all the 
grievances of the Uitlanders. Then he 
proposed arbitration for the settlement of 
all differences of interpretation of the 
Convention, and the third thing was a 
friendly Conference to settle certain 
matters which were outside the Conven- 
tion and which were not subjects for 
arbitration. Let me tell the right hon. 
Gentleman what they were. I only know 
two of them. One was compensation for 
the Edgar murder. That might have been 
arbitrated upon ; but the other and more 
important matter was the treatment of 
British Indian subjects. That was un- 
fortunately outside the Convention, and 
it had to be dealt with as a separate 
matter. That was not a question on 
which we were going to arbitrate, 
especially because the whole question of 
the treatment of the coloured races in 
South Africa is a very difficult one, and 
we have to make allowances for the pre- 
judices both in the Transvaal and in our 
own colonies. We therefore thought that 
instead of referring it to a formal tribunal 
an informal conference would be much 





better. Those are the three points, and I | 
say again that I am glad to have this | 


Mr. J. Chamberlain, 


'man the Member for South Shields says 
'they were moderate—I agree with him 
|—even to the extent of being useless 


| if President Kruger had had the clever- 
ness to accept them in full. That is, at, 


all events, an arguable view. But I admit 
I am much more afraid of the charge 


moderate than I am of any charge being 
proved against me of being excessive. 
Well, Sir, these proposals which were 
made involved no danger to the inde- 
| pendence of the Transvaal—none what- 
ever. They would not have affected 
President Kruger’s personal authority. 
They would only have proceeded very 
slowly towards that equality which he 
himself promised, and to which we all 
look as being the ideal government for 
the whole of South Africa. The result of 
the Bloemfontein Conference was to show 
the spirit of our opponents. President 
Kruger refused these proposalsand brought 
forward a proposal of his own, which on 
the face of it was so ludicrous that it 
could not be considered ; and that showed 
for the first time perhaps clearly that 
there was a gulf between us and that 
there was an essential difference. While 
President Kruger might be willing to 
give us names, he was not willing to give 
us substance. After the Bloemfontein 
Conference the matter went on; three 
futile and inadequate proposals followed 
each other. The right hon. Gentleman 
made a great deal of the statement of 
mine that I was happy to see in each an 
advance upon the other. It was a differ- 
ence between tweedledum and _ tweedle- 
dee. 


AN Hon. MEMBER: Retrospective ? 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes. I do 


not say there were not some points of 
difference between them ; but the last of 
these proposals, like the first, when it 
came to be examined, did not give the 
slightest possibility for hope of any sub- 
stantial or immediate representation. 
Then came the first real proposal of 
a seven years franchise. It did 
appear to me to make an advance. I[ 
did not say it was a basis of settlement, 


being proved against me of being too: 
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but that it made me hope that it might 
be a basis of settlement. I saw in it a 
distinct advance on anything which had 
been proposed before. I hoped it would 
turn out to be a genuine reform, and I 
proposed an inquiry into the matter. I 
asked first that President Kruger would 
be good enough to consult with Sir Alfred 
Milner before the law was passed, think- 
ing that it would be much better that we 
should come to an agreement before the 
law was passed, instead of asking the 
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Volksraad, after the law was passed, to | 


make a modification. 
refused again, in the spirit in which he has 
always approached this matter, and the 
law was passed. In the despatch of 
July 27, which was communicated on 
August 2, we asked for a commission of 
experts to examine the law and to make 
reports to their respective Governments, 
and that if it were found that they con- 
sidered that the law did not give the sub- 
stantial representation for which 
asked we should make further represen- 
tations to President Kruger in the hope 
that he would assent to an alteration. 


President Kruger | 
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cies which arose between Mr. Smuts, the 
Attorney General, and Mr. Greene. Yow 
recollect that they conversed together and. 
each took his own notes, and there is 
always a possibility of a little misunder- 
standing under such circumstances.  [ 
am sure there is no one in this House who 
has suffered more from such misunder- 
standing than myself. I do not therefore 
rest upon that, but it was a very curious 
thing that when the proposal was officially 
communicated it certainly omitted several 
very important points, which Mr. Greene 
believed were offered to him by Mr. 


the Queen’s Speech. 


|Smuts, and I confess that the proba- 
bilities of the case are that Mr. Greene’s. 


| recollection 


would be accurate in re- 
gard to a matter of that kind. He would 


-hardly suppose these advantages were 


we 


offered unless, at all events, they 
had been mentioned in the conversation. 
But, however that may be, serious dis- 
crepancies appeared in the official proposal, 
which was not as favourable as the pro- 


' posal which we imagined was coming to. 
oO Oo 


us. And here I come to another stage, in 


'regard to which there has hitherto been 


Now, what was the answer to this re-| 


quest ? The answer to that despatch was 
written on August 12, and it was held 
back because of the powrparlers going on, 
and it was only delivered on September 1. 
It was a despatch refusing this innocent 
commission of inquiry into the conditions 
of the franchise. And why did President 
Kruger refuse it? Not upon a minor 


an apparent difference between us and 
some of our critics. It is said that when 
this proposal came to us we refused it,. 
we slammed the door. The right hon. 


'Gentleman the Member for Monmouth- 


point, but because it was derogatory to | 


the independence of the Transvaal. If 
it was—if President Kruger believed it 


was—it was of course a flat refusal, and | 
we could not expect him to do anything | 


derogatory to his own independence. If 
that was his opinion on September 1, and 
that was a genuine answer, we had a right 
to take it as a flat refusal. Now, the 
pourparlers went on between Mr. Greene 


| mands. 


and Mr. Smuts, but so little did the Trans- | 


vaal like this proposal of the commission, 
so anxious were they, for some reason or 
other, to avoid it, that the whole object 
of the pourparlers was to see whether they 
would be allowed to substitute the new 


proposals for what had been previously | 


talked about—the commission. That was 
the distinct object. In order that they 


might get rid of the inquiry they made | 


this proposal. Well, Sir, about that 


shire said, “ You slammed one door and 
refused to open another.” We did not: 
slam the door; wedid not refuse the. 
proposal, but we accepted it. 


Smrr WILLIAM HARCOURT: You 
refused the conditions. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Very well, 
let us see. We accepted all that part 
which referred, of course, to our de- 
We agreed to accept the five 
years settlement as a_ basis, sub- 
ject to an inquiry which as they ob- 
jected to a joint inquiry should 
be a unilateral inquiry. They attached 
conditions. Now what were those con- 
ditions? The first was that we should 
agree to a scheme of arbitration. We 
accepted it. We had been negotiating on 
that basis. We proposed it at Bloem- 
fontein. Of course we accepted it. 


They then proposed that we should not 


insist upon our assertion of suzerainty 


'and should tacitly agree to drop the 


proposal there is a good deal which has | controversy. We accepted it. I admit 


hitherto been entirely unexplained. 


I\I am not certain 


that I should have 


am not going to speak of the discrepan- | accepted it if I had not been bound 
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‘by my previous utterances, In the | withdraw the offer which, at all events, I 
despatch which closed the old controversy | hoped might have prevented this crisis, 
of the suzerainty we had said of our own|or at least have lessened the tension 
motions, without any reference to them, | which existed. Well, Sir, what happened? 
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‘that, having laid our views before them, 
having declared that we adhered to them, 
‘we did not intend to enforce them any 
further. Under these circumstances 
all I could do was to refer back to that 
despatch. So two of the conditions were 
at once accepted. The next condition 
was this—the right hon. Gentleman 
did not state it accurately last night. 
He said the condition was that we 
should not make this a precedent for 
further intervention. If that had been 
all I do not think we should have refused 
it; but what they asked in addition was 
that there should be no further inter- 
vention. With our experience of the 
Transvaal, with the knowledge that the 
next day some difficulty of a similar 
character might arise, with the knowledge 
that promises made might not be kept, 
with the knowledge that the anticipations 
we had formed might be disappointed, 
and that we should have all the trouble 
again in a week’s time, we were asked 
‘to pledge ourselves, under no circum- 
stances and at no time, to practise 
any intervention. That was impossible. 
If the right hon. Gentleman will now 
consider he will see that our reply to the 
‘Transvaal despatch was the acceptance of 
every point, except that, instead of giving 
a pledge that we would never interfere 
again, we expressed a hope, an honest 
and earnest hope, that if these measures 
were carried out there would be no 
reason for our intervention. I cannot 
explain to the House why, having got 
that despatch from the Government, the 
Transvaal went back on their own pro- 
posal. We might at onee have gone into 
a commission, either unilateral or joint, 
as they preferred, in order to discover 
whether there were any pitfalls in the 
proposals. Personally I believe that in 
the interval a malign influence appeared 
in our transactions with the Transvaal, 


.and that communications were received | 


by the Transvaal from their advisers—I 
must not be misunderstood, I am not 
alluding to foreign Powers, but to 
advisers of the Transvaal. I make that 
explanation because it struck me as 
necessary while I was speaking, as I am 
not going to mention names. I do believe 
that influential advisers of the Transvaal 
must have interfered and get them to 


Mr. J. Chamberlain, 


| The Transvaal, without reason as I con- 
| ceive, formally withdrew their own pro- 
| posal. They asserted that we had refused 
| their conditions, although they could not 
| prove it. They withdrew their proposal, 
/and they went back to a proposal which 
' was then, I think, a month or six weeks 
old, and asked us once more to engage in 
'a commission which might have met and 
‘lasted for weeks, but which in the end 
was certain to have one, only one, result, 
because in the meantime we had ascer- 
tained from our own examination of the 
provisions of the Bill that as it stood it 
was perfectly inadequate to give us the 
substantial representation we asked. Let 
me again quote the words of the hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Member for South 
Shields. He is a lawyer, and quite com- 
petent to consider a subject of this kind. 
| This is what he says— 

“T have gone carefully through the proposed 
Franchise Bill by which President Kruger 
claims to have given a seven years franchise 
to the Uitlanders. I do not hesitate to say 
that that Act is a grotesque and palpable 
sham. I doubt whether 200 or 300 Uitlanders 
could be found who could honestly fulfil its 
conditions.” 

I agree entirely with every word of that 
passage. Is it contended by anybody 
in face of that statement made by a 
gentleman, who, as I say, is not a 
member of my party, and who is well 
qualified to speak—is it contended that 
we ought to have gone back, after all 
these three or four months’ delay, to an 
inquiry which could only have been pro- 
posed in order to gain time while 
ammunition and arms and food were 
| pouring into the Transvaal, and mean- 
while the unrest and distress of the Rand 
| were increasing every day ? I do not see 
| how it would have been possible to main- 
tain the condition of things which thus 
obtained in the Transvaal for the time 
that would have been requisite for such 
‘an inquiry. Well, Sir, this withdrawal 
happened on September 8. The right 
hon. Gentleman, having first said that we 
‘slammed the door, went on to say that 
we had not opened another door. Not 
| only, as I have said, was the door not 
| slammed then, but it was not slammed 
‘afterwards. Why does not _ the 
‘right hon. Gentleman say that at all 
events another construction might be 
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put upon the delay which took place ? 
It is true we sent an interim despatch to 
say we could not accept the proposal, the 
belated proposal, for a new inquiry into 
an Act which we knew to be insufficient 
and inadequate, and that under those cir- 
cumstances we should have to formulate 
our own conclusions. We said that under 


the circumstances it was useless to pro- | 


ceed. What does that mean? Useless 
for us to argue with people who had made 
up their minds. 
changed their minds. I will not say, I 
will not even imagine, what we might 
have done under the circumstances. 


What would the right hon. Gentleman | 


have done if the Transvaal Government, 
having changéd their minds, had proposed 


to us a five years franchise without the | 
objectionable condition, and we had re- | 


fused 2 Would he not have denounced us 
then? Would he nothavedenounced us with 


some reason, and should we not have had | 


a very difficult task to defend ourselves ? 
Having got from the Transvaal a state- 
ment that went back on their own pro- 
posals and said they would only put for- 
ward proposals that we had declared to 
be absolutely inadequate, was it a closing 
of the door to new propositions from 
the Transvaal to say that we could 
not pursue the controversy on those 
lines! It is perfectly monstrous 
and farcical considering the  circum- 
stances I have mentioned. I suggest 
to the right hon. Gentleman that a 
charitable construction of our 
would be that the delay which took place 
in presenting what must necessarily have 
been an ultimatum was not altogether 
unconnected with the hope that the 
Transvaal at the last moment might 
make some change in their attitude 
towards us. Well, but over and above that 
the communication was delayed by other 
reasons. President Steyn had entered 
into correspondence with Sir Alfred 
Milner. I admit that the correspondence 
did not offer from the first much hope of 
anything like a satisfactory settlement, 
and it became perfectly evident in the 
course of it that President Steyn was not 
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Suppose they had / 
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| Government not to increase them it 
| would be futile to attempt to make or 
| obtain suggestions or proposals for a solu- 
|tion of the difficulty. What proposal 
| could have been more one-sided than that 
| if we would withdraw our troops the South 
| African Republics would withdraw theirs? 
| With little of the transport and impedi- 
/menta which usually accompany European 
armies, the Boer troops could be easily 
_mobilised. That is not the case with 
British troops. If we moved our troops 
to the coast it would take a considerable 


the Queen’s Speech. 


time to get them back again, and if the 


negotiations had fallen through our 
colonies might have been overrun. I do 
not believe President Steyn had the least 
idea that we would accept his proposal. 
The right hon. Gentleman says: “ You 
never treated President Steyn fairly, be- 
cause you would not indicate to him your 
proposals.” But in this final statement 
of his, President Steyn does not talk of 
our proposals. What he says is that it 
would be futile for him to attempt to 
make proposals for the solution of the 
difficulty. No doubt what he contemplated 
was that, if we would withdraw our 
troops and put ourselves into a position 
of inferiority to the Boers should 
hostilities subsequently take place, he 
would make proposals to us in return for 
that advantage. Heaven knows what 
they would be! I do not think under 
these circumstances he had much reason 
to believe they would be accepted. 


action | 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I have 
one question to ask of very great im- 
portance. President Steyn asked on 
28th September that your new proposals 
to be formulated should be communicated 
to him. You answered on Ist October 
that they should be communicated, that 
they were being prepared, but were not 
ready. You said, on 5th October, that 
they were still being prepared, and you 
would communicate them. Why did you 
not communicate them? You said you 
would. 


really proceeding in a way which was | 


likely to have any good result. I think 


I interrupted the right hon. Gentleman | 


on this point last night. At all events, I 
have now got the words. I find Presi- 
dent Steyn said that without the with- 
drawal of the troops on both sides and an 
undertaking on the part of Her Majesty’s 
VOL. LXXVIL. [FourtH Series. ] 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes. We 
said we would, and at that time I fully 
expected they would be communicated at 
the outside in a week. As a matter of 
fact they were delayed about a fortnight. 
That is quite true. But [ beg the right 
hon. Gentleman to take into account what 
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I have said. In the first place a certain; there may not be something in all 
amount of delay did—as every newspaper | these transactions on which there may 
which supports the right hon. Gentleman | be reasonable and _ perfectly legitimate 
has seen and admitted—leave an open | ground for criticism. But [ ask, in all 
door to President Kruger and give him | this long history which I have given of 
a last chance. But he ought to bear in | facts, despatches, and intentions, is there 
mind also—and I am content tc rest my | anywhere any sign of provocation, blood- 
case upon this—that in the interval we | guiltiness, desire for war, or of a conspiracy 
communicated with President Steyn, and | to bring about wer? I repudiate such an 
that we wanted to see the result of the | accusation. I am sure it has been based 
negotiations before we committed our-| where it has been made on a misunder- 
selves to our ultimatum. That is a plain | standing of what has passed and a misap- 
statement. The right hon. Gentleman prehension of facts. I am much more 
actually said at the close of his speech | afraid of being told that I have been 
that he thought the House of Commons | patient even to the point of weakness, 
had a right to see and consider these | that I have been moderate in the extreme. 
picianteilithiis—tha ultimatum which |I confess that my only justification in 
has never been communicated to Pre-| such a case would be that, after all, 


sident Kruger. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: The) 
Duke of Devonshire said the new pro- 
posals were so reasonable that they would | 
satisfy President Kruger that we had no | 
intention of invading the independence of 
the Transvaal. 


although I do not hold the interests of 


peace as supreme, they are the main object 
of every British statesman. We have 
been accused of failure to send reinforce- 
ments to the Cape and elsewhere as the 
matter became critical. That accusation 
has been made from the last quarter from 


which I should have expected it. It even 


| appeared—veiled, but it was there—in 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I think the | 
hon. gentleman has misquoted the Duke. | 
I am sure—I have not the words of the | 
speech by me—that what the Duke said 
was that although he had very little hope | 
of a satisfactory result he did cling to the | 
desire that those proposals—which would | 
be found extremely moderate—might be | 
accepted by President Kruger. It is a 
different thing to say, as the right hon. 
Gentleman puts it, that they were so 
moderate that they would have been 
aceepted, and that they were so moderate | 
that he hoped, although not very strongly, | 
still he hoped against hope that they 
would be accepted. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: We 
want to see them. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I dare say | 


the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition. I think he 
said “long delay.” [Sir H. CampBeLt- 
BANNERMAN shook his head.| I under- 
stood him to sayso. At all events, I do 
not think any accusation of that kind 
could come with a good grace from the 
benches opposite. That, at all events, 
must be admitted. But, if it comes from 
this side, let me say in the first place that 
during these negotiations, and even before 
that, during the present Government, the 
garrison of the South African colonies, 
which was originally something like 
3,000, has been increased to 10,000, and 


‘from that to 25,000, at which 
|it stands now. We _ have gradually 


increased our resources there, with the 


object of at least putting ourselves in a 


proper defensive position. We were 
pressed thereto by our own colonists and 


the right hon. Gentleman does. That! by the Government of Natal. If any 
want will never be gratified. That ulti- | Government deserves, in this matter, our 


matum is buried, and is never likely to | gratitude and consideration it is the 
be raised again, and when the time comes |Government of the colony of Natal. 
to deal with the situation at the con-| Never before in the history of the diffi- 
clusion of hostilities I am _ perfectly | culties in South Africa has the Govern- 
certain the terms will be something quite | ment of the colony so completely identi- 
different. Now I am coming to the end, | fied itself with the mother country, and 
much to my own satisfaction, and I am | there are strong reasons which should 
inclined to put this question to every | have pulled them inan opposite direction. 
fair-minded and impartial man in the They are the people, we have seen, who 
House. I am not contending that | were the first to bear the brunt of the 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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attack. They were, at the time whenthe| Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
negotiations were going on, and when at | I said troops had been despatched, and I 
any moment “a bolt from the blue” in | think I said it here again the other day 
the shape of an ultimatum might have |—that there had been an ostentatious 
produced war—they were defenceless and | despatch of detachment after detachment 
open to attack. Yet they have thrown | of troops, which had the same effect when 
in their lot, heart and soul, with the you were conducting nominally friendly 
mother country, and certainly they are and necessarily in their intention concili- 
entitled to our lasting gratitude. If, | atory negotiations with a foreign Power 
after all, even having done what we |as if, when you were conducting similar 
believed to be best, on | the advice which | negotiations with a private individual, 
we received, humanly speaking, and /| you all the time shook your fist in his 
having taken sufficient and necessary pre- | |face. That is a totally different matter 
cautions for a purely defensive attitude— | from the action which the Government 
if it be asked, “Why did you not send | might have followed if they were satisfied, 
an Army Corps earlier,” I might allude for | as they appear to have been some time 
a moment to the question of popular | ago, that war was necessary, a necessity 
support upon which the right hon. Gen- | which did not appear so plainly to me. 
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tleman was rather sarcastic yesterday. I 
think we speak of different things. When | 
we are speaking of popular support, we 


are not thinking, as he appeared to be, of | 


votes or strength given to a par ticular 
Government. 
interests of the country. Sir, agreat and 
serious war such as this is not one that 


any Government or statesman can con- | 


template without serious misgivings. To 
carry on such a war with so many diffi- 
culties and such complications, with a 
country seriously divided by a strict party 
line—that would be bad for the national 
interests. I do not see how a Govern- 


ment could satisfactorily prosecute a war | 
under such conditions, hampered and? 


embarrassed at every turn. Ido not see 
how—what is far more important—they 
could ever arrange a satisfactory peace. 
It has been our earnest desire to carry 
with us, as far as it might be possible, 
both parties in the country, to reduce our 
differences, if we have differences, cer- 
tainly not to exaggerate them. If we had 


proposed a month ago to send an Army 
Corps to South Africa, if we had come | 


here with proposals to spend a million 


and a half on animals and eight and a half | 


millions more on the necessary prepara- 
tions, would the party opposite, as a whole, 
have supported us ? 
Opposition, speaking on 6th October, 


three days before the ultimatum, declared | 


that there was no need for military 
preparations. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN ; 
I do not think I used that phrase. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, I beg | 
your pardon, you did not. You com- 
plained of the “ despatch of troops.” 


The Leader of the | 


| But if they had been satisfied of that, 
|then, of course, it was their duty, irre- 
| spective of any criticism which might be 
passed, to send a sufficient force to sup- 
port that policy. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I did not 
refer to this with the idea of making a 
point against the right hon. Gentleman. 
What I desire to emphasise is the position 
as between the two parties at the period 
to which I refer. If amonth or more ago 
we had sent any large body of troops to 
South Africa, hon. ‘Gentlemen opposite, 
holding the opinions they did, must have 
opposed us, and the result would have 
been a party division which would have 
shown the country to have been seriously 
divided in a time of great crisis; the 
Liberal party would have been more or 
less alienated, and our position, both at 
the moment and in future negotia- 
tions, seriously hampered. I am_ not 
‘ashamed to say that, having  pro- 
vided for the defensive necessities of 
the case, our policy was to a certain 
/extent modified, so far as offensive pre- 
parations were concerned, by a desire not 
to alienate the sympathies of hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. I am not ashamed to have 
taken that line, for it is a line that must 
|have been taken by any Government 
under similar circumstances when con- 
templating the possibility of a great 
‘undertaking such as this. The right 
hon. Gentleman goes back to his conten- 
| tion that the troops were ostentatiously 
despatched. I do not wish to add any- 
thing to what my right hon. friend the 
| Leader of the House has said. I have 
| always understood that by the necessities 
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of the case the War Office ‘is the most | has appealed to the God of battles, and I 
leaky of all departments of State. say, with all reverence and gravity, we: 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | ScceP* the appeal believing that we have 


We had it in an answer to an inquiry last 
pammer that iformatonsesont ol | yp EDWARD CLARKE (Plymouth): 
Secretary for War said 80 | I think the House will understand that 
’ : | it is with reluctance I take part in this 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: A par-|debate. The matter is a grave and 
ticular piece of information, certainly. | serious one, and I wish I could hope that 
Nobody denies that. But that is not the | what I must say on the subject will be 
charge. The charge is that we con- welcome and pleasant to friends sitting 
tinuously over a long period sent forward | around me. But I ask their forbearance. 
detachments of troops and were always |I will make no large claim on their 
making a great demonstration. Very | patience, but there are things which it is 
well. The answer to that is that it is| my duty to say to-night. I have spoken 
absolutely impossible, and I believe it | on this subject outside the House, and, 
has always been so, to move a single | having so spoken, after what has been 
regiment in this country without news of | said I feel it my duty to join in this 
it getting into the newspapers. Well, I debate. The Leader of the House, in 
believe that I have now gone through all answer to an attack hinted at by the 
the heads of the speech of the right hon. | Leader of the Opposition, but which the 
Gentleman, and I have endeavoured in| right hon. Gentleman does not appear to 
passing to meet other objections taken have courage to make directly, said that if 
during the recess. Sir, we do not pre-| the Government had been guilty of errors 
tend that we are infallible, any more in the conduct of these negotiations, he 
than any previous ‘sovernment, but we would like to have those errors made 
do claim that as much as any previous known in the presence of the representa- 
Government we are anxious for the tives of the people. It is because I have 
honour and the interests of this country. said elsewhere, and am prepared to say 
And we think it is in consequence of that here, that I think there have been errors 
that we have received the great measure | in the conduct of negotiations I feel bound 
of support from the great mass of our | this evening to state clearly and distinctly 
countrymen, and that we have seen that | what those errors are. SineeI made that 
magnificent demonstration of loyalty, and speech, a fortnight or more ago, I have 
not only of loyalty, but of sympathy with read with the utmost care all that 
our object, which has been made by our has appeared in the Blue Books 
self-governing colonies. Throughout these and in the public prints in re- 
negotiations we have put first the objects gard to this matter. I have listened 
we had in view, of maintaining the to-night to the speech of the Colonial 
equality of the two races, of securing | Secretary, and if I had found it possible 
protection for British subjects, and confirm- | to get up and tell the House that I found 
ing and upholding the suzerainty of the I had made a mistake, that my opinion 
Queen. We have been, as I have shown, was expressed too hastily or upon imper- 
as anxious for peace as any man on the fect knowledge, J hope I should have had 
other side of the House, or in the country, the courage—and it would require less 
but we have held that there are things courage than for the speech I have to 
which are even more important than make to-night—to acknowledge my 
peace itself, and in order to gain those blunder. I would rather have confessed 
things it is sometimes necessary to face to a personal blunder and mistake than 
the contingency of war. In our en-, say a word in the nature of an attack on 
deavour to maintain: peace we have shown the Government or any member of the 
the utmost conciliation, we have shown Government. But I am bound to say the 
endless patience. We have run some more I read of the correspondence and 
risk, but we have never from the first to learn the circumstances of the case the 
the last for the sake of peace been pre-| more I am convinced of the errors in the 
pared either to betray our countrymen, or negotiations, and that this lamentable war 
to allow the paramountcy, or whatever | is absolutely unnecessary. And I would 
you call it, to be taken from us. Presi- add this—that if I had any doubt when I 
dent Kruger has settled the question ; he came into the House, the extraordinary 
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statement which was made 
Colonial Secretary about half an hour | 
ago with regard to the tenor and | 
intention of his answer to the pro-| 
posals of the Transvaal Government— | 
that statement would have satisfied me. 
that there have been most unfortunate | 
and disastrous blunders in this matter. 
With a large part of the speech of the 
Colonial Secretary, of course, I have no | 
concern. I am sure I shall be acquitted 
at once of concern or sympathy with the 
personal attack made upon the right hon. 
Gentleman yesterday from the other side 
of the House. So far am I from thinking 
that he was given a place in the Ministry 
which would take him out of contact with 
the work of this House and give him 
occupation sufficient to prevent his inter- 
fering with measures here—I say we 
never can be too grateful to him for the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, which I 
think the best measure this Parliament 
has passed, and I hope it is not necessary 
for me to say I absolutely dissociate 
myself from any personal attack. With 
the earlier part of the speech I have no 
fault to find. Itis true we are all agreed 
there were grievances in the Transvaal, 
that the rights of British subjects had not 
been sufficiently respected, that our inte- 
rests were endangered by the bad govern- 
ment of the country, and that it was 
the imperative duty of this or any 
Government to use such measures as 
might rightly be employed to put an end 
to the grievances and to protect the, 
interests of the inhabitants of the Trans- 
vaal. Noram I concerned in the question 
of whether we were premature or dilatory 
in the despatch of troops. Of course, upon 
a matter like that all confidence must be 
given to the Ministers of the Crown; 
they act upon the circumstances as known 
to them. But on the middle part of the 
speech—I was going to say the smaller 
part of the speech connected with the 
Amendment, that is to say, the conduct of 
negotiations—I desire to say a few words. 
Let me in parenthesis say that I cannot 
help being very heavily oppressed by the 
thought of what we are doing upon 
entering upon this war. It is not that 
we have to fight with a large number of 
persons. When my hon. and gallant friend 
the Member for the Wellington Division of 
Somersetshire was speaking in moving the | 
Address I could not help remembering 
that the whole Boer population of the 
great country in South Africa we are 
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of the population of that western county 
part of which he represents. The 
gravity of the proceeding is shown 
by the fact that in order to deal primarily 
with that small body of persons we 
are obliged to call out the reserves and 


militia, to send out a great army corps, to 


draw troops from India, and to accept 
contributions of troops from our great 
colonies. Seeing the efforts that are made 
for the prosecution of this war, one 
wonders what the country would do if 
ever we were engaged in a war with a 
great European Power. What is the 
reason, the necessity for these great 
preparations and this costly expedition ! 
The question which exists between you 
and this small body of persons is one 
which touches so many interests, which is 
connected with so many difficulties in 
other parts of South Africa, that it 
would have been worth anything for your 
diplomacy to have succeeded in healing 
the sores which existed there without 
raising all those difficuities which call 
on the country at this moment for 
such an enormous expenditure of force. 
The gravity of the matter has been fore- 
seen. Weare told that during the time 
this Government has been in power the 
garrison in our South African possessions 
has been raised from a few thousand men 


to the very substantial number of 15,000. 
AN Hon. MEMBER: 25,000. 
Sirk E. CLARKE: Of 25,000. More- 


over, there are suggestions that in the 
future, owing to the action we are now 
taking, and to the unhappy differences 
which must exist when this war is over, 
we shall have to keep a garrison of 
40,000 men in South Africa. It may or 
may not be so, but I think the best 
garrison that we could have established 
in our South African possessions would 
have been a faith in the perfect straight- 
forwardness and honour of the diplomacy 
of this country. I am very much afraid 
that the course of these negotiations has 
been such, however we may be able to 
justify ourselves, that we cannot expect 
from those with whom they have been 
carried on the admission that we have 
been straightforward, frank, and honest 
in our dealings with them. A good deal 
has been said about the question of the 
suzerainty. I do not propose to make 
many quotations to-night, but I shall be 
ready to support any statement I make 
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by a reference to the quotation if it is 
asked for. I think that course will be 
most convenient, and I will trust hon. 
Members to check any statement I make 
by a reference to the Blue Books. Much 
has been said about the suzerainty. I 
aid in the country, and I say here, that | 
for any British Minister since 1884 to 
assert that we have a_ suzerainty 
over the Transvaal is not only a state- 
ment made in defiance of fact, but also 
is a breach of national faith. Suzerainty 
was expressly provided for in the Conven- 
tion of 1881, but when the Convention 
of 1884 came to be made, suzerainty is 


not to be found mentioned in it at all. It | 


is said that there were negotiations with 
regard to the matter at the time, and the 
right hon. Gentleman has said to-night 
that a proposal was made to Lord Derby 
that a Convention should be made in a 
particular form, expressly disavowing the 
suzerainty, and that he would not consent 
to the form or the substance of such a 
Convention. That is perfectly true, but 
other things are to be remembered as 
well. The right hon. Gentleman read 
some words from the statement which 
Lord Derby made in the House of Lords, 
but the important words of that state- 
ment were these— 

“We have abstained from using the word 
‘suzerainty’ because it is a word which is 
capable of misconstruction, and leads, may be, 
to misrepresentation and difficulty.’ 

Therefore, there was a deliberate absten- 
tion in 1884, after conference and agree- 
ment with the delegates of the Transvaal, 
from the use of this word in the Con- 
vention, and the reason Lord Derby gave, 
as is stated by someone whose honour is 
not impugned, why they did not explicitly 
abandon the term “ suzerainty ” was that 


they were afraid to give to the then | 


Opposition in the House of Commons, 
which was at that time troubling them 
very much with regard to Egyptian affairs, 
a further handle. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
think I can allow that to pass. That 
statement was made by Mr. Faure. But 
Sir Robert Herbert—who, I think, is the 
only person living who knows really inti- 
mately the history of the whole of this 
question—denies it. 


*Sir E. CLARKE: I beg pardon. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I assure 
the hon. Gentleman that Sir Robert 
Herbert disagrees entirely with Mr. Fanre. 

Sir E. Clarke. 
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I have had the opportunity of personally 
consulting with Sir Robert Herbert, and I 
say without hesitation that he considers 
that Mr. Faure was entirely mistaken. 


*Sir E. CLARKE: All I can say is that 
|Sir Robert Herbert’s statement is in my 
‘hand. He says: 

“T have absolutely no recollection of that or 
any similar language being used. I desire 
however, to add that I in no way question the 
bona fides of Mr. Faure’s account of his re- 
membrance of this part of the contract.” 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Oh, yes, 
the bona fides. 


*Sir E. CLARKE: If Sir Robert 
| Herbert does not remember any such 
‘language to have been used in_ his 
presence, but does not question the bona 
fides of the man who said he did hear it, 
I confess I think there is some evidence 
that it was said. Let me pass to another 
point. The Boer delegates, after they 
had been to this country, had seen Lord 
Derby, and had discussed this question of 
suzerainty—and if hon. Gentlemen will 
refer to The Times’ paragraphs of about 
that time they will find the question of 
the suzerainty was specially mentioned as 
one of the topics—went back to their own 
country and submitted a report to the 
Volksraad. That report, which was pub- 
lished in the papers at the time, stated 
that they had procured the abolition of 
the suzerainty. If there was a mistake 
about it it ought to have been corrected 
then ; but, as a matter of fact, from that 





time, when Lord Derby spoke in the . 


House of Lords, until October 16, 1897, 
when the Colonial Secretary revived the 
claim of suzerainty in justifying a refusal 
to proceed to arbitration, that word 
jhad never, so far as I know, been 
used by any Minister of the Crown or in 
any public document having regard to the 
Transvaal. I venture to say that if it is 
arguable whether the particular clause of 
the Convention of 1884 did create what 
‘could be called a suzerainty, at all 
events, it was a breach of faith to the 
Transvaal for any British Minister, after 
the lapse of fifteen years, torenew the claim 
/attached to that word, which had been 
| deliberately abandoned after conference 
| with Lord Derby. It is said that the 
_suzerainty remains because the preamble 
‘to the Convention of 1881 remains. I 
/canuot imagine how anybody can have 
brought himself to believe that there is 
any substance in that. The Convention 
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of 1881 recited in the preamble certain 
things, and then went on to make 
articles to give effect to them ; but the 
Convention “of 1884 did not consist of | 
new articles of an old Convention; 
it was called in terms a new Convention, 
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and the new Convention was one with a | 
preamble of its own appropriate to the | 
The | 

| 


position which was then created. 
Transvaal at that time was, not made, 
but was recognised as an independent 
sovereign State, a State with which this | 
country was negotiating on equal terms. 
A great deal has been 


national sovereign State. The Colonial | 
Secretary has not said much about it, | 
but a great deal has been said about | 
it in the Blue Book. When _ that 
statement was made Sir A. Milner 
sent a telegram or despatch—one 
of those unfortunate telegrams and 
despatches which have been most un- 
necessarily published in this extraordinary 
way—in which he said this was clearly in 
opposition to Her Majesty’s Government, 
and is in the nature of a defiance of Her 
Majesty’s Government. Why should it 
be a defiance of us for the Transvaal to 
take one view of its own position and 
not a defiance of the Transvaal for us 
to take another view? I really cannot 
understand. If it is a question as to 
how far the Transvaal was justified in 
Jooking upon itself as a sovereign State, 
I should like to refer to a quotation, and 
I think it will be a treat to the House 
to hear a new quotation which has not 
been read or published so far as I know 
in the course of these discussions. In 
1884 Lord Kimberley, representing the 
Government of the day in the House of 
Lords, was asked in that House how it 
was that the British Minister had signed 
the Convention with the Transvaal of | 
1884, but had allowed six months to the | 
Volksraad in which to signify its accept- 
ance of that Convention. 
replied, on 17th March, 1884— 


‘* A treaty when concluded must be ratified | 
by the sovereign power. Now, the sovereign 
ower is not in the President of ‘the Transv aal, 
ut in the Volksraad itself, and the treaty 
must therefore be ratified by the Volksraad 
there and the Qneen here. The noble Earl 
[Cadogan] also referred to another point, viz. , 
that in 1881 the delegates who concluded the | 
Convention on the part of the Transvaal 
solemnly engaged to see that the Convention | 
of that year should be ratified. The noble 


Earl will see that there isa considerable dittfer- | 
ence in the two cases. 
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| said about the | 
claim of the ‘Transvaal to be an inter- | 


Lord Kimberley | 


There was then no! 
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| established government in the Transvaal. The 
| persons with whom we negotiated were dele- 
| gates of the Boers, and that is a wholly 
| different case from the present when there is 
an established government, and the delegates 
| are acting under the ordinary authority given 
| them by the State.” 
The leader in the House of Lords of the 
then Government, therefore, himself de- 
scribed the Volksraad as being the sove- 
| reign power with which this country was 
| entering into a Convention. Now, of 
| course, ‘the Transvaal is not an unlimited 
sovereignty. It is limited by one par- 
ticular article, but the Transvaal is 
a sovereign Power. It has __ inter- 
national rights. It is entitled to receive 
Ambassadors or the representatives 
|of Foreign States. It is entitled to 
| send its own representatives to Foreign 
| States, and the only limit upon its 
| sovereign power is that all treaties made 
by it with Foreign States—which it 
is perfectly free to make—are not valid 
unless within six months they are ratified 
| by Her Majesty’s Government. That is 
_a derogation from its sovereignty, but it 
does not destroy the sovereignty. That 
the Transvaal is an international Power 
in another sense we cannot dispute. We 
have ourselves on two occasions entered 
into treaties with the Transvaal for arbi- 
tration upon the terms of the Conventions. 
Having said so much upon these points, 
let me say this. I am amazed to hear 
what the Colonial Secretary says with re- 
gard to these matters. He says they arenot 
of importance, and that in the answer of 
the Transvaal which was given in August 
of this year they were, in fact, waived. I 
will come to that in amoment, but I want 
to see what is really the history of this 
matter. There is no use whatever in 
going back before the time of the Bloem- 
fontein Conference. Now what were the 
instructions given to Sir A. Milner before 
that Conference ?— 


the Queen’s Speech. 


“Lay all the stress on the question of the 

franchise in the first instance. Other reforms 

| are less pressing, and will come in time if that 
can be arranged satisfactorily.” 


Other matters were mentioned, but Sir 
Alfred Milner went to that Conference 
and told President Kruger that if they 
could come to an agreement upon the 
franchise the other questions would either 
solve themselves or could be dealt with by 
arbitration. The Conference broke down. 
A proposal was made by Sir Alfred 
Milner which President Kruger would not 
accept, and in reply made a proposal for a 
Third Day. 
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nine years franchise, which is described | 
by the Colonial Secretary as an absolutely | 
insufficient and foolish proposal. What | 
happened after? Almost directly after | 
the Conference had broken down the | 
Transvaal addressed a despatch to this 
country asking for arbitration upon the 
matters which were in dispute. Before 


that despatch was handed in Sir Alfred | 


Milner suggested to the representative of 
the Transvaal that if the franchise were 
promptly and satisfactorily dealt with. 
other things might easily be arranged. | 
Upon that hint the Transvaal acted. We 
talk about criminal obstinacy and their 
making no advance. It is absolutely 
absurd. There was a session of the 
Volksraad. They prepared a reform Bill 
by which a franchise of seven years 
was given and a certain number of seats 
were given to the Rand, and in 
a single fortnight that Reform Bill was 
passed, and by July 26 the Uitlanders 
were being enrolled as _ naturalised 
burghers under the provisions of that 
Act. On July 27 the Colonial Secretary 
wrote a despatch in which he recognised 
that this was a great advance, and he 
went on to say what was perfectly true— 
that one could not possibly tell, except 
by a little experience and investigation, 
how far the seven years franchise would 
give the Uitlanders a fair share in the 
government. That was on the 27th July, 
but that despatch was not presented to 
the Boer Government until the 23rd of 
August. It was held back for this 
reason—that it was suggested to the 
Transvaal Government or by the Trans- 
vaal Government (it is not material with 
whom the idea originated) that it might 
be expedient to make a further proposal 
which would suit this country better, and 
so avoid the necessity of the inquiry into 
the effect of a seven years franchise, be- 
cause it was thought that if a five years 
franchise was granted there would be no 
necessity for that inquiry. With regard 
to the application made to the Transvaal 
not to go on with the passing of that Act 
through the Volksraad until Her Majesty’s 
Government had had an opportunity of 
expressing an opinion upon its sufficiency, 
it is not the fact that this application was 
refused. A draft copy of the Bill had 
been handed to our representative at Pre- 
toria, and the answer given when that 
request was made was that the Bill was 
ready for submission or had been sub- 
mitted to the Volksraad, and it was im- 


Sir E. Clarke. 
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possible for the Minister to stop the pro- 
ceedings of the Raad. President Kruger 
has had much difficulty with the Volks- 
raad. I think he has on many occasions 
shown himselfa moderator and aninfluence 
on the side of peace, but if he had gone 
to the Volksraad and said: “I propose we 
should adjourn the discussion until the 
British Colonial Secretary has had an 
opportunity of telling us what he thinks 
_ about the Bill ”—of course such a message 
would not have been listened to by any- 
body. It is said in many newspapers 
that the Transvaal insisted on our dis- 
avowing and withdrawing our claim to 


suzerainty. The Transvaal Government | 


did nothing of the kind. The Transvaal 
stipulated that there should in future be 
no use of the word which had been aban- 
doned in 1884, and that the controversy 
on the subject should be allowed to drop. 
Now, I agree with the right hon. Member 
for West Monmouth that there was good 
reason why the conditions attached to 
the five years franchise proposal should 
have been accepted. The extraordinary 
incident that has marked the proceedings 
of this evening has been the statement of 
the Colonial Secretary that the answer to 
that proposal might have been taken as 
an acceptance. That was the phrase he 
used, but it is an ambiguous phrase, and I 
should like to know—Was that answer 
intended as an acceptance ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: At that 
time we thought the proposal of the 
Transvaal extremely promising. We 
intended to send a most conciliatory 
answer, accepting, as far as it was 
humanly possible for us to do so, their 
proposal, and, as the only point of diffe- 
rence was the internal intervention, I 
thought myself it would be accepted. 


*Sir E. CLARKE: Then I take it that 
it was intended to be an acceptance of 
that proposal. Now, Mr. Speaker, if that 
were so, if, in fact, the Colonial Secretary 
intended to accept the proposals of the 
Transvaal, then undoubtedly this Amend- 
ment is proved up to the hilt. But I do 
not think that anyone can read the 
despatch which was sent on September 8 
and reconcile it with the statement which 
isnow made. Just let me put this to the 
House. Suppose when the Colonial 
Secretary got that proposal of August 19 
he intended to accept it, what would have 
been, might have been, ought to have 
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been his answer? That we do accept, 
that while we claim the right which any 
Government has to interfere for the pro- 
tection of its subjects, we do not claim 
any right beyond that which we have 
under the Convention of 1884, or a right 
which arises in consequence of our posi- 
tion in Africa ; and he might have gone 
on to say that as to the suzerainty, if 
objection is taken to the use of the word, 
we do agree that it shall not be used in 
future, and that the discussion as to 
whether we are suzerains or not shall be 
tacitly allowed to drop. That is the 
obvious answer that would have been 
given by anyone who intended to accept 
such a proposal. But what was the 
answer given! I crave the indulgence of 
the House for a moment while I refer to 


this. The answer that was actually given 
was—- 
“Her Majesty's Government have con- 


sidered the proposals which the South African 
Republic Government, in their notes to the 
sritish Agent of 19th and 2lst August, have 
put forward as an alternative to those con- 
tained in my telegram of 3lst July. Her 
Majesty’s Government assume that the adop- 
tion in principle of the franchise proposals 
made by you at Bloemfontein will not be 
hampered by any conditions which would 
impair their effect. 


_ “With regard to the conditions of the 
Government of the South African Ke- 
ublic; first, as regards intervention; Her 
Jajesty’s Government hope that the ful- 


treatment of the Uitlanders in future, 
will render unnecessary any further interven- 
tion on their behalf, but Her Majesty’s 
Government cannot, of course, debar them- 
selves from their rights under the Conventions, 
nor divest themselves of the ordinary obliga- 
tions of a civilised Power to protect its subjects 
in a foreign country from injustice. 

“Secondly, with regard to suzerainty Her 
Majesty’s Government would refer the Govern- 
ment of the South African Republic to the 
second paragraph of my despatch of July 13.” 
The second paragraph of the July de- 
spatch is this— 

“Her Majesty’s Government concur sener- 
ally in the views expressed in your despatch, 
ind have no intention of continuing to discuss 
this question with the Government of the 
Republic, whose contention that the South 
Afnean Republic is a sovereign international 
State is not, in their opinion, warranted either 
by law or history, and is wholly inadmis- 
sible.” 

By all means, but where is the accept- 


¢ 


ance ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: We had no 
intention of pursuing the controversy, 
what the hon. Gentleman has just said 
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(was all that they asked for. He has just 
said that we tacitly agreed to allow the 
correspondence to drop, and that, as he 
has already declared, it was our intention 
| to do. 

*Sir E. CLARKE: Supposing that to 
be so, there was an obvious misunder- 
standing. The stipulation that you would 
discontinue the use of the word and allow 
the controversy tacitly to drop is not 
answered by a reference to another des- 
patch, which says that you are not going 
to continue the controversy. But I must 
point out that that answer which was, as 
we know now, intended to be an acceptance 
of the proposal made on 19th August, was 
sent by telegraph on 28th August. On 
2nd September the Transvaal Government 
answered it, regretting that Her Majesty’s 
Government “have not been able to 
decide on accepting the proposal for a 
five years franchise,” and then they go 
on to say this— 

“Passing now to the discussion of the obser- 
vations of Her Majesty’s Government on the 
conditions attached by this Government to the 
proposal, which has now lapsed in consequence 
of the non-acceptance by Her Majesty’s 
Government of these stipulations, the Govern- 
ment wishes to observe (#) that with reference 
to the question of intervention, this Govern- 
ment has neither asked, nor intended, that 
Her Majesty’s Government should abandon 
any right which it really might have, on the 
ground either of the Convention of London, 1894, 


the Queen’s Speech, 


: : : | or of international law. intervene for the 
filment of the promises made, and the just ee 


protection of British subjects in this country ; 
(6) that as regards the assertion of suzerainty 
its non-existence has, as this Government ven- 
tures to think, already been so clearly stated 
in its despatch of 16th April, 1898, that it 
would be superfluous to repeat here the facts, 
arguments, and deductions stated therein ; it 
simply wishes to remark here that it abides 


| by its views expressed in that despatch.” 


Now, if the despatch of 28th August 
had been misunderstood, and if the 
Transvaal Government ought to have 
taken it as an acceptance of their condi- 
tious, why was not that said? But so far 
from it being said, a despatch was written 
which destroys the right hon. Gentleman’s 
suggestion that it was an acceptance. 
The despatch was sent on 8th Sep- 
tember— 

“Her Majesty’s Government understand the 
Note of the South African Republic Govern- 
ment of 2nd September to mean that their 
proposals made in their Note of 19th August 
are now withdrawn because the reply of Her 
Majesty’s Government contained in their Note 
of 30th with regard to future intervention and 
suzerainty is not acceptable. Her Majesty’s 
Government have absolutely repudiated the 
view of the political status of the South 
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African Republic taken by the Government of 
the South African Republic in their Note of 
16th April, 1898, and also in their Note of 9th 
May, 1899, in which they claim the status of a 
sovereign international State ”— 

In our telegram of 28th August no 
reference is made whatever to the claim 
to be a sovereign international State— 
“and they are, therefore, unable to consider 
any proposal which is made conditional on the 
acceptance by Her Majesty's Government of 
these views.” 

The proposal had never been made condi- 
tional on their acceptance. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Member harps upon the word acceptance. 
He must remember ke asked me the 
question whether we intended to accept. 
I, myself, should have thought that the 
Boers would have taken it as an accept- 
ance, but I suppose it may be properly 
described as a qualified acceptance. We 
did not accept everything, but we accepted 
at least nine-tenths of the whole. 


*Sir E.CLARKE: Really, this becomes 
more and more sad. It is dreadful to 
think of a country of this kind entering 
upon a war, a crime against civilisation, 
when this sort of thing has been going on. 
Why, in the very next sentence, the right 
hon. Gentleman says— 

“Tt is on this ground that Her Majesty’s 
Government have been compelled to regard 
the last coagg of the Government of the 
South African Republic as unacceptable in 
the form in which it has been presented.” 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : In the form. 
*Sir E. CLARKE: Is it a matter of form? 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Yes. 

*Sir E. CLARKE: With regard to the 
point made by the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite in his speeches in the country 
and in this House, that the conditions 
which were attached to the proposal of 
August 19 were conditions which might 
have been accepted, we know now that so 
little objection was there made to them 
that a despatch was sent, which, it was 
supposed, would be considered by the 
Transvaal Government as an acceptance. 
Suppose otherwise. Suppose the pro- 
posals were so bad that they might be 
deemed to be rejected. In what period 
did this happen? The despatch in which 
the right hon. Gentleman said that the 
offer of the seven years franchise was far 
in advance of anything promised before, 
and that it formed a basis upon which 
matters might be discussed bya joint Com- 
mission, was kept back until August 23. 

Sir E. Clarke. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: It was 
communicated. 

*Sir E. CLARKE: I have no doubt its 
substance was delivered. It was tele- 
graphed on 27th July, and communi- 


cated to the Transvaal Government im-- 


mediately after that, but not formally 
delivered until 23rd August, when these 
proposals were all known to Her Majesty’s 
Government. What was the situation, 
then, when the despatch was formally 
delivered to the Transvaal Government ? 
On 22nd August the right hon. gentle- 
man received these proposals which we 
now understand he was willing to accept, 
but having received these proposals on 
22nd August he telegraphed on 23rd 
August to deliver to the Transvaal Govern- 
ment the despatch sent on 27th July, re- 
ceiving in a friendly fashion the proposal 
for a seven years franchise. The 
Government then refused to go any further 
with regard to the proposals of 19th 
August. It would have been perfectly 
right to say, “ You have misunderstood 
our answer, we intended in substance to 
accept your offer,” but not only did they 
not do that, but they distinctly refused to 
discuss the seven years franchise, which 
had been dealt with in favourable terms 
by the despatch delivered on 23rd August. 
There was here a lamentable departure 
from the course which our _ oppo- 
nents might have expected us to take. 
If negotiations are going on with a man, 
and you have come very near a conclu- 
sion, and he has made a proposal which 
you may not think adequate and 
sutficient, but which gives a basis of 
agreement, and if he then makes another 
proposal intended to cut short the discus- 
sion by making some other arrangement 
and you refuse that—why, in common- 
sense and honesty you ought to keep 
open the proposals which you have been 
considering before. Sir, I confess that I, 
for one, cannot see any answer to the 
suggestion that at that time of stress and 
ditficulty Her Majesty’s Government 
would have acted wisely either in making 
clear the acceptance of the proposals of 
August 19, over which there had been a 
misapprehension, or in saying, “After this 
alternative proposal is out of the way we 
will go on negotiating upon the basis 
existing before, and try to bring them to 
aconclusion.” But not only did they get 
rid of the proposal of the five years 


franchise by not accepting the conditions, 


and then saying that they refused to go 
back to the discussion of the seven years 
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franchise, they actually made the fact 
that the Transvaal Government had _pro- 
posed a five years franchise a reason for 
saying, “ You have actually admitted that 
a five years franchise will not do you 
any harm and we will not go back.” 
From that time the question was hope- 


less. There was one further attempt 
made by the Transvaal Government 
to bring matters to a conclusion. 


In the answer of 2nd September there 
was a cliscussion of a question of a joint 
commission. It was pointed out to them 
that they had not in terms accepted the 
joint commission proposed in the despatch 
of 27th July, and on 8th September the 
Transvaal Government sent a telegraphic 
communication asking her Majesty’s 
Government to add to their note a clause 
stating that they accepted the joint 


commission. Unfortunately, time went 
on. Parliament, unhappily, was not 
sitting. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): It 
never is when South African affairs should 
be discussed. 

*Sir E. CLARKE: I have heard it 
often said, and I think said with a good 
deal of truth, that there are many dangers 
to the peace of the world in discussions 
which take place in this House with 
regard to foreign matters, and I believe 
the representatives of the Foreign Office 
sleep the more soundly and peacefully 
when Parliament is not sitting. But in 
this case we have had a specimen of what 
is called the new diplomacy. Everything 
has been published whether it ought 
to have been published or not, and I 
am convinced that if this House had 
been sitting during the month of 
August and the first week of Septem- 
ber there would have been no war with 
the Transvaal. We should have secured 
without war the five years franchise, 
which Sir Alfred Milner said was better 
than any proposal that he himself had 
made, or we should, at all events, have 
had seven years franchise with an inquiry 
by joint commission and arbitration on 
every other point. I said that I was 
reluctant to intervene in this matter. It 
is a great pain to me to take to-night a 
course which separates me in judgment 
and inaction from many of my colleagues, 
but it is impossible for me to do other- 
wise. We have had a specimen of the 
new diplomacy. If I had read these 
Blue Books not knowing the persons 


who were concerned in the matter, I con- | 
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fess that I should have been forced to 
the conclusion that the correspondence 
was conducted not with a view to peace. 
I do not believe that for a moment. We 
have had the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman that he has been working for 
peace, but if he has been working for 
peace in this matter I cannot help saying 
that a more clumsy correspondence is 
not to be found in the records of diplo- 
matic action, and it seems to me that the 
publication of certain despatches in these 
Blue Books has been most unfortunate. 
It was competent for Sir Alfred Milner to 
send a confidential statement to the Colo- 
nial Secretary telling him freely what he 
thought. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : They were 
not confidential ; they were sent for pub- 
lication. 


Sir E. CLARKE: The right hon. 
Gentlemen says they were sent for pub- 
lication. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
already said that that particular despatch 
was for publication. 

Sir E. CLARKE: I am not referring 
to one despatch only. There are a 
number of them. As one travels along 
the Blue Book one finds these despatches 
from Sir Alfred Milner. The Blue Books 
are full of despatches whose publication 
could not have been of any use except to 
make the Transvaal more suspicious, 
while they are also filled with obser- 
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vations from Cape newspapers, with 
reports of public meetings at which 


violent speeches have been made with 


regard to the Transvaal, with anonymous 
affidavits as to outrages and threats used 
towards this country. We are told a 
most extraordinary thing with regard to 
the object of the Blue Books. We 
are told on the highest authority 
that it is desirable to inform the 
public mind, to raise the public interest 
and sympathy for the Government. 
Yes, if the Government were going 
in the direction of war these Blue Books 
were the very things to excite sympathy 
and support for them in this country, and 
to excite a feeling in the Transvaal which 
was as hostile to the preservation of peace 
as was the excitement of a violent war 
feeling here. I think the course which 
these negotiations have been allowed 
to take is greatly to be regretted. I 
should have been wanting in duty to 
myself if I had not here said what I have 
Third Day. 
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said elsewhere with regard to them. I 
should like to say one personal word to 
the hon. friends around me. I have been 
for thirty years in active political life. I 
have been for twenty years a diligent 
worker in the affairs of this House. I 
think I can say that during that time I 
have been unwavering in my fidelity to 
the leaders of my party in this House. 
Except on one occasion, when I made a 
speech with regard to the financial rela- 
tions of Ireland, I have not in this House 
spoken against the course which my 
leaders were taking. It is, therefore, a 
great pain to me to speak so now. But 
my work for the party has been amply 
and completely rewarded. No sort of 
reward or gratitude remains due to me 
from the party or its leaders. It has 
been rewarded by my being permitted for 
some years to be one of the law 
officers of the Crown; it has been 
rewarded more than that by the constant 
friendship, and I hope I may say the con- 
fidence of the right hon. Gentleman whose 
follower I am proud to be. A reward, 
too, has been given to me which is, per- 
haps, better than anything else, and that 
has been the opportunity afforded to me 
of taking a sometimes not inconspicuous 
part in the discussions of this House. 
But I am bound to speak this. No man 
can know he is right, but he can know 
whether his opinion is an honest one, 
whether it is absolutely unbiassed by any 
question of personal interest, or by the 
more subtle influence of personal an- 
tagonism. 


hope by-and-by my hon. friends who now 
are feeling angry and hurt at m7 conduct 
may remember that there is a deeper and 
a truer loyalty to party than that loyalty 
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‘has spoken in terms of great emotion of 
the responsibility which is upon him, 
that responsibility is not felt by him 
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alone. There are others of us on this 


, side of the House who feel ourselves, to 


our sorrow and to our pain, separated 
from those with whom we have often 
worked, and with whom in the future 
we hope to work again. The hon. and 
learned Member has put forward a view 
of this correspondence, and if I could 


/agree with him that the correspondence 
' could be taken by itself and separated from 


the situation as between the two parties, 


' I should feel that there were several points 


upon which I could agree with him ; but I 
am wholly unable to take that view, and 
isolate it from the situation of this 
Government and this country in connec- 
tion with the Transvaal. I will put in 
a sentence what the difference between 
my hon. and learned friend and myself 
is on this momentous issue. As I have 
endeavoured to follow the siiuation in 
South Africa as it is and as it has been 
for many years past, there is one instance 
in particular which is analogous to it. At 


'the time of the Franco-Prussian War, a 


I know that my opinion is an | 


honest one, though it may not be right. I | 
burden of blame lie in this controversy— 


which is expressed in the constant going , 


into the division lobby at the bidding of 
the Whip. I think they will acquit me 
of any disloyalty to the party for having, 
as I have done, striven to prevent my 
country from suffering the calamity, and 
my party from suffering the reproach, of 
having embarked on an unnecessary war. 

Mr. HALDANE (Haddington): No 
one who has heard the hon. and learned 
Gentleman can fail to appreciate the 
sincerity and the high motives by which 
he is inspired. In the eloquent words that 
he has uttered he has given another proof 
of the public spirit and devotion he has 
always shown to the public cause. But 
while the hon. and learned Gentleman 


Sir E. Clarke. 


French critic, the late M. Prevost-Paradol, 
compared the two countries to two ex- 
press trains afar off, coming in the 
direction of each other on the same line. 
He said it was only a question of time 
and only a miracle could stop the inevit- 
able collision. My view in this case is 
the same, and the only thing which could 
have stopped the calamitous collision was a 
completechange of policy onthe part of Pre- 
sident Kruger. Iask now on whom does the 


on the people of this country or upon the 
burghers of the Transvaal? If the House 
will bear with me I will go back a few 
years as to the position of the Trans- 
vaal, because it is absolutely essential 
to appreciate what the situation was that 
the Government had to face. Going 
back nearly twenty years, immediately 
after the Convention of Pretoria in 1881 
had been negotiated, an attitude made 
itself manifest in the Transvaal so wholly 
uncertain as to necessitate the well- 
known interview between Sir Hercules 


Robinson, Sir Evelyn Wood, and President 


| Kruger. 


In the report of that inter- 
view I find the following :— 

PRESIDENT: Before annexation had British 
subjects complete freedom of trade throughout 
the Transvaal ; were they on the same footing 
as citizens of the Transvaal ? 

Mr. KruGER: They were on the same foot- 
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ing as the burghers; there was not the 
slightest difference in accordance with the 
Sand River Convention. 

PRESIDENT : I presume you will not object 
to that continuing ? 

Mr. KRUGER: No. 
protection for anybody. 

Sir E. Woop: And equal privileges? 

Mr. KruGER: We make no difference so 
far as burgher rights are concerned. 


*Dr. CLARK (Caithness) : Go on. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must not interrupt an hon. 
Member in his remarks because he does not 
read so muchas the hon. Gentleman desires. 

Mr. HALDANE: I am sorry that I 
have not the Paper before me at the 
moment. However, the interview resulted 
in a promise of equal burgher rights for 


There will be equal 


all white inhabitants, and this promise 
was given in words which were 
not ambiguous. The Convention of 


Pretoria was given, therefore, on the 
solemn pledge of President Kruger that 
all burgher rights would be given. In 1882 
the franchise, which before that time was 
obtainable by everybody after two years’ 
residence, was raised to five years, and in 
1887 the five years was further increased 
to fifteen, and the Uitlander population 
was still further cut off from participating 
in the government of the country. In 
1890 President Kruger found it necessary 
to make some provision for the repre- 
sentation of the Uitlanders, and made it 
in the Second Raad, which is a body 
having no power of veto over the First 
Raad, a body having no power to consider 
the question of taxation, so important in 
the view of the Uitlanders, who paid by 
far the greater proportion ; a body in the 
position to which some of us on this 
side, including my hon. friend the 
Member for Northampton, have expressed 
a wish, I think, to reduce one of our own 
Chambers. The privilege offered them 
by President Kruger was one which gave 
the Uitlanders no power of making their 
voices heard on the topic which touched 
them most of all, taxation. In 1894 
another change in the franchise was intro- 
duced of such a complicated character 
that it was practically impossible for any 
substantial number of persons, who had 
not already obtained the franchise, to 
obtain it at all. The position then was 


that the Uitlander population was put at 
the mercy, so far as political power was 
concerned, of the Transvaal Government. 
In Ireland we have an instance of the 
same relation, the relation of which we 
have often spoken as that of ascendency ; | 





{19 OcToBER 1899} 





the Queen’s Speech. 318. 


/ but what you have in Ireland is in- 


tensified in the Transvaal. You have 
a minority having the control of the 


/majority, and you have a condition 


of things in the Transvaal more nearly 
approximating to Ireland a hundred 
years ago, before the Union, than now.. 
Now, how is that power used? It was. 
first brought into operation in the 
policy of taxation. Directly gold was: 
found a modification took place in 
taxation under which the Uitlander paid 
from £16 to £20 for every £4 paid by 
the burgher, the teaching of the English 
language in the State schools was pro- 
hibited after the fourth standard, and 
no Englishman could carry a gun, or 


even go out for a day’s_ shooting, 
although he was compelled to con- 


tribute to furnish rifles to every male 
Boer of the State. The Government was 
administered, not on the footing that we 
are used to, but on a system of monopolies, 
concessions, and corruption, which made 
it impossible to count on getting any just 
treatment at the hands of the Executive. 
With regard to this matter, I am content 
to have the question tested by the report 
of the Industrial Commission which was 
made in June, 1897. That Commission 
was composed exclusively of persons in 
the burgher interest, and it reported unani- 


‘mously that a substantial part of the 


mining industry was being crushed out by 
the burden of taxation which was put upon 
it. It pointed out that only a small pro- 
portion of the mines were paying, and 
that others could be made to pay. They 
made the statement that the black labour 
was being demoralised by the drink 
laws, under which concessions were 
given to persons from the outside to 
come in and furnish drink to the Kaffir 
population without any regard to their 
well-being. The report pointed out that 
every article of daily consumption was so 
heavily taxed as to make the high wages 
given in reality not high at all when the 
cost of living was taken into consideration. 
All these things were reported by the 
Industrial Commission, only to have the 
report scrutinised by a hostile Raad, and 
to have the members of the Commission 
themselves denounced as traitors to their 
country, and there was no redress. The: 
outcome of that situation has been a 
marriage of ascendency with oppression, 
and a progeny of rebellion. You were 
always face to face with events like the 
Raid of 1895, I have always thought 
that was one of the most calamitous 
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things of the whole story ; it was one of 

those things by which we are judged by 
foreign Powers ; but, after all, weak and | 
silly as the Raid was, was it not as much an 

effect asacause ! was not the state of feeling 

out of which it arose the direct consequence | 
of this cutting down of the franchise which 
I sketched out, which came into existence 
immediately after the Convention of 1881, 
and went on increasing in volume and in- 
tensity up to 1895 ? Why isthe feeling so | 
intense in many parts of this country? Be- 

cause in every district there are families 

who have relatives in the Transvaal— | 
men who have worked in the mines, and, 
as superintendents and artisans and so 
forth, who have written back, and some 
of them have come back in disgust and 
despair, declaring, as free-born Englishmen, 
they will no longer submit to be under the 
treatment of the Boers. Theyare not pluto- 
crats, these men, nor do they, or those 
who are backing them, live in Park Lane. 
I do not desire to speak further on this 
matter and make things worse than they 
are. I have come to the conclusion that 
there was a state of things absolutely 
unbearable, and that unless President 
Kruger could effect a change in the ways 
of his Government, the collision between 
Uitlanders and theTransvaal Government 
and the Government of this country was 
inevitable. People have asked, could not 
those Uitlanders have stayed away, and 
why did they not stay away? Under 
the Conventions of Pretoria and London 
they had a right to go there, and they 
had been invited to go there. In the 
production of gold not much has been 
due to the Boers, and through that 
foreign industry the wealth of the country 
has been increased. These men have come | 
and settled and furnished the revenue, and 

contributed tothe prosperity of the country, 

and contributed to put it into its present 

state of efficiency, and that under the 

guarantees offered to them by the Trans- 

vaal Government. If we had not inter- 

fered, if we had not come to them, | 
they would have gone away from us, | 
and it was morally impossible for us 

to leave our countrymen, which con- 

stitutes a great majority of the popula- | 
tion, under a system of treachery | 
which was bound to lead them, sooner or | 
later, on to revolution. 


It has been | 


attempted to discuss the diplomatic rela- | 
tions in this matter as if they referred | 
simply to the written documents, which | 
my honourable and learned friend oppo- 
site has so skilfully discussed. But the 


Mr. Haldane. 
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real question is the larger one. It is 
impossible to ignore the fact that the 
main contentious features of the con- 
troversy were contained in the conversa- 
tions of the Bloemfontein Conference 
Nothing could be more moderate and 


conciliatory than the tone adopted there 


by Sir Alfred Milner, and I cannot agree 
with my hon. and learned friend that 
President Kruger and his advisers were 
so ignorant of the position of affairs in 
this country. I have followed the fran- 


'chise proposals, and I am bound to say 


I have come to the conclusion that 
throughout the whole Conference Presi- 
dent Kruger did not desire to come to an 
understanding. Sir Alfred Milner pointed 
out he was not asking for a majority vote 
for the Uitlander population, but a 
minority representation which would 
enable them to make their voices heard. 
The proposals which were then brought 
before the Raad for this purpose gave no 
real representation to the Uitlanders at all. 
They were so elaborate that they must 
have been prepared before President 
Krager came to the Conference at all, 
and they must have been prepared by 
skilled advisers, who knew they were 
nugatory and intended them to be so. 
President Kruger then introduced another 
Bill without consulting anybody on behalf 
of the Imperial authorities, which he said 
was to effect the thing which the 
other Bill did not. That Bill was as bad 
as the other, and would not serve the 


/purpose of Sir Alfred Milner, which was 


to get a real substantial, although a 
minority representation for the Uitlanders, 
to enable them to make their grievances 
known and have them discussed. Then 
came a third Bill, as to the result of 
which the Government were not sanguine 
after what had happened to the two pre- 
vious Bills. Probably what was in the 
minds of the representatives of the 
Government, at the moment at which they 
are said to have been bound either to ac- 
cept or reject in clear terms, was that there 
was no real desire on the part of the 
Transvaal Government to settle the matter 
and to give such representation as the 
Uitlanders desired. Sir Alfred Milner 
pointed that out, and if you come to that 
conclusion what do you say of the subse- 
quent despatches? The Transvaal Govern- 
ment at that time were anxious to be off, 
and not anxious to make any proposition 
unless it suited their purposes, and their 


| purposes exclusively. I am not prepared 


to say that if the express trains had been 
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allowed to travel yet a further distance the 
collision would not have been worse. The 
Transvaal is getting richer, and timeis with 
them and against us, and they saw if they 
could carry on the existing conditions into 
a sufficient period of the future they would 
be in a still stronger position to resist 
any demands made upon them. I desire 
to reserve all my rights and duties as a 
member of the Opposition when the time 
comes, if indeed it ever comes, for criticis- 
ing the diplomacy in this matter, and there 
may be a great deal to be said upon the 
points, but this is not the true question 
before us. This Amendment is meant to be 
a censure on the policy of the Government, 
taken broadly, and it is. suggested that 
there should be another policy. I think on 
this question we have come to two diver- 
gent ways where there is no middle course. 
If this Amendment suggests that the 
Government is to blame and that Presi- 
dent Kruger is not, I can regard it only 
in the light of a motion that should be 
resisted to the utmost by voice and vote. 
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*Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : | 


The hon. Member who spoke last assigned 
a ground for this war which, I think, 
deserves a little more attention than it 
has received. The ground which he put 
forward, first, in justification of this 
terrible war—a war which, I have no 


doubt, both parties in this House sincerely | 


regret—was an alleged breach on the part 
of the Transvaal Government of solemn 
obligations in virtue of which the Conven- 


tion of 1881 granting them their inde- | 


pendence was passed. His words were 
very clear. He said:— 

“ A solemn promise of equal burgher rights 
was given, on which, and on which alone, the 
Convention was allowed to go through.” 
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of faith, On the very next day the 
same statement was repeated by the 
Colonial Secretary, and when we came to 
the end of the session it was actually 
given a foremost place in the Queen’s 
Speech. Well, what is this charge of 
breach of faith? That the Government 
of the Transvaal had given certain under- 
takings which entitled us to demand that 
they should grant the franchise to the 
Uitlanders. Sir, I believe a more base- 
less statement was never made. Certain 
words indeed were quoted from what the 
Leader of the House has called the proto- 
cols, but which are really the shorthand 
writer's notes of conversations ranging 
over the widest variety of topics, which 
preceded the conclusion of the Conven- 
tion of 1881. The allegation is that Pre- 
sident Kruger, on behalf of the Transvaal 
State, solemnly undertook to grant 
burgher rights to all white persons within 
the Transvaal, and that it was in respect 
of that promise that the Convention was 
concluded. Now, if that was the essential 
condition on which the Convention was 
concluded there would surely have been 
some trace of it in the correspondence. 
What do we find? In the instructions 
given to the Chief Commissioner, Sir 
Hercules Robinson, and the other Com- 
missioners before they entered into that 
conference there is not a single word 
about the franchise. All that is referred 
to is equality in regard to trading 
and taxation. That is tolerably clear 
evidence that the Government of this 
country attached no great importance 
to this matter at that time. When we 
come to the negotiations themselves, there 
is only a single casual reference in the 
whole of these conversations, extending 


over twenty or twenty-five days, as to 


Now, this serious statement on the part of | the matter, and, be it observed, this 
a man so eminent as the hon. and learned | reference is not made by the Chief Com- 
Member for Haddington is a sample of | 


the kind of ground on which this war has 
been justified and of the utter recklessness 
which has throughout characterised the 
defence of the war. But the hon. 
Member for Haddington does not stand 
alone in this statement. On the 27th of 
July the Leader of the Opposition made 
a speech, in which he for the first time— 
so far as I am aware—alleged that there 
had been certain solemn and definite 
undertakings given by the Government 
of the Transvaal on the strength of 
which their independence had _ been 
granted, and the violation of which 
constituted a grave and serious breach 








missioner. Sir Hercules Robinson never 
mentioned the word franchise, never 
mentioned the words “burgher rights,” 
never mentioned the words “ equality of 
privileges.” He simply asked whether 
complete freedom of trade did not prevail 
in the Transvaal; whether British sub- 
jects were not on the same footing as 
other citizens of the Transvaal; and 
whether the existing state of things would 
continue. Sir Evelyn Wood interjected, 
‘and equal privileges,” but Sir Hercules 
Robinson turned the conversation to the 
question of equal trading. Does that 
look as if it were a solemn obligation 
imposed on the Transvaal as a condition 
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upon which independence should he 
granted? Sir, the position is, in fact, 
perfectly untenable. But that is not all. 
This conversation, for whatever it may 
be worth, took place before the conclusion 
of the Convention of 1881. Now, it it 


was good for anything, it bound the | 


Transvaal to maintain the condition of 


things which prevailed in 1881. That, 


condition was that a man_ entering 
the Transvaal should be naturalised with- 
in a year, or, if he had landed property, 
in less than a year. The first change in 
the franchise law of the Transvaal was 
not made, as has been said by the Colo- 
nial Secretary, after the Convention of 
London. It was made the very year 
after the Convention of Pretoria, in 1882, 


and in that year the period of qualifica- | 


tion was raised from one year to five 
years. Therefore, whatever breach of 
understanding, or undertaking, took place 
took place in 1882. Well, if there was a 
breach of solemn undertaking, that breach 
took place in 1882, and we are asked to 
believe that this was possible, and that 
no notice was taken of it in 1884? That 
breach, if it was a breach, was never 
referred to. There is no trace of it in 
the Blue Books or anywhere. In_ point 
of fact, it was regarded as a matter abso- 
lutely of no importance, or one within 
the competence of the Transvaal State. 
Now, I ask hon. Members whether that 
is a kind of statement on which it is fair 
or even honest to basea charge of breach 
of faith against the Government of the 
Transvaal? It is a fair specimen of the 
kind of way in which accusations have 
been trumped up against the Transvaal 
Government, and in which it has been 
sought to excite prejudice against them, 
and to lead an honourable and fair-dealing 
people, such as the great mass of the 
English people are, to look upon these 
men as pledge breakers, as men who can 
only be dealt with by the strong hand, and 
with whom, since they have broken faith 
with us, it is justifiable or excusable that 
we should also break faith. Then the 
hon. Member for Haddington, speaking 
also on his responsibility, and coming 
forward as a Liberal on these benches to 
defend a holy war, asked us, in the 
second place, to justify this war on the 
ground of cruel oppression of our fellow- 
subjects in the Transvaal. Well, we have 
heard a great deal of the cruel oppression 
of the Uitlanders in the Transvaal, but it 
has been of the vaguest, most general, 
and most unsubstantial character. We 
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(have never had any facts. We have 
| never been told in what particular way 
the individual Uitlander has been made 
to suffer, how his life has been made 
| intolerable, how the iron heel of oppres- 
sion has entered into his soul. All these 
statements are mere rhetorical gener- 
alities. I venture to say that something 
more serious is required in order to 
justify those who are responsible for the 
Government of this country and for the 
direction of this mighty Empire, in bring- 
ing power to bear upon a small and 
defenceless people. But what are the 
grievances of the Uitlanders in the Trans- 
vaal? Let hon. Gentlemen on the 
opposite side get up and tell us what 
| those terrible grievances are, and in what 
respect the Uitlanders are helots. I 
should be very much surprised if anyone 
could tell us exactly in what way these 
men have suffered any oppression which 
can for a moment be called intoler- 
able. We do _ not’ dispute that 
there are abuses in the Government 
of the Transvaal. There are abuses in 
the government of this country at this 
moment, and there were much worse 
abuses a few years ago. There are 
infinitely worse abuses in many Euro- 
pean countries with which we have 
friendly relations and with which we do 
not propose to go to war. What we 
want to know is what are the intolerable 
grievances which we are called upon as a 
matter of national honour, duty, and 
right to redress? Yet this is the whole 
origin and ground of the attack which we 
are making upon the independence and 
liberty of the Transvaal State. It is true 
that one or two cases of murder—so 
called—were brought forward, one, a 
terrible case of murder, the case of Mrs. 
Appleby. But there are cases of murder 
in all countries, and it was not alleged 
that the Transvaal Government in any 
shape or form was responsible for the 
murder of this lady. There was also the 
case of the man Edgar. This has once 
more to-night been called by the Secre- 
tary for the Colonies a case of murder. 
It was not a case of murder, and to call 
it such is an abuse of terms and to play 
upon the confidence of the House and the 
country. I need not recite that case 
again; I thought we had heard the last 
of it. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Mem er for Bodmin exposed it from 
beginning to end. If there was any 
murder committed it was the. murder 
‘committed by poor Edgar. 
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AN Hon. Member: He _ killed 
nobody. 


*Mr. C. P. SCOTT: He did, and the | 


man died from the injuries he received. 
If that is the worst case, what may be 
called the show case, the case on which 
the whole of this attack has arisen, what 
are we to think of the other cases? I 
venture to say that no more baseless 
ground on which to place the interference 
of this country with the affairs of a 
friendly State like the Transvaal could 
possibly be conceived. If that is the worst 
that can be alleged in respect of the treat- 
ment of the Uitlanders it is a monstrous 
and iniquitous thing that the power of 
this country should be invoked to redress 
grievances which, after all, are not more 
intolerable than the grievances suffered 
by subjects of constitutional countries. 
If there is no justification for going to 
war on these grounds, on what ground 
is there justification 4 


An Hon. Memper: They invaded us. 


*Mr. C. P. SCOTT: They invaded 
us, of course ; but I am glad to see that 
that has not yet been alleged in this 
House until the hon. Member at this 
moment alleged it as the real ground of 
the war. It would be perfectly childish to 
make such an allegation. It is true that 
our colonies have been invaded, and that 
invasion has to be repelled. But what we 
want to know is what led up to the 
invasion, what drove the Boers—and not 
the Boers only, but the Free State, against 
whom none of the things that were 
charged against the Boers have been 
alleged, but who have been one of the 
best governed States in the world—to 
war with us. The only other ground that 
has been stated, and it would be a serious 
ground—it might be a sufficient ground 
if it were true—is that there were poli- 
tical reasons of the strongest nature for 
suppressing the independence of these 
countries, that they were conspiring 
against the power of this country, and 
that it was a question whether we or they 
should be dominant in South Africa. I. 
think that is a travesty of the truth. What | 
evidence is there of any such conspiracy ? | 
It is precisely on a par with the famous | 
Dreyfus syndicate. It isa kind of fable | 


or fiction which is invented in order to | 
justify a course which cannot otherwise | 
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| be justified. It was only 
| that we were rejoicing 
ordinary loyalty of the whole of the 
people in the Cape Colony. It was only 
the other day they were voting supplies 
for our navy. For twenty years we 
have been at absolute peace with the 
Free State. It has been a model of good 
government, and no one has breathed a 
word of suspicion against the Free State 
people. Take the Transvaal _ itself. 
When did the Transvaal begin to be a 
danger to this country ? The Transvaalers, 
it is quite true, value their independence, 
they value their separate national 
existence. We guaranteed it to them 
by treaty, and we are going to take 
it away. If you menace a people as you 
have menaced the Boers again and again, 
they begin to suspect you. But when 
did they begin, to be a menace to the 
peace of South Africa? It is said that 
they are-building forts ‘and are arming. 


When did they build forts and 
begin to arm? Why, after the 
Raid. I do not, however, think it 


affected the feelings of the Transvaalers 
very much. I think they were inclined 
rather to be forgiving about the Raid, 
because it gave them the opportunity of 
showing what they were made of, and 
they were rather pleased with themselves 
over their success in repelling us. But 
that Raid undoubtedly showed them the 
necessity of defending themselves, and 
they built their forts and imported arms 
as a direct consequence of the Raid. 
Now, can we allege that that action on 
their part is a sign of disloyalty to the 
Crown and of conspiracy against the 
peace of South Africa? No, Sir ; if there 
is a danger in South Africa, it isa danger 
which we ourselves created, and of which 
we shall feel the effects for many a day. 
What do we hope to gain by this war? 
Do we hope to do good to the Uitlanders 
and to make their lot mere happy than it 
has been ? The 50,000 Uitlanders who are 
living on charity in Cape Town will not 
thank you for their lot to-day. If you 
think that in the future the lot of the 
Uitlander is going to be better, I am 
inclined to think that that future is some- 
what distant. It won’t be to-day, it 
won't be to-morrow, that the evil which 
you are creating will be healed. It won’t 
be to-day or to-morrow, even granting 
the utmost success that we can hope for, 
that the prosperity of the Transvaal will 
revive or that these great industries 
M Third Day. 
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which we are doing our best to destroy | of the country who are seated on the soil, 
will once more flourish. Then what | and still are in possession of infinitely the 
other benefit do you think you can | widest extent of the country, you will 
confer by the war? The First Lord of | very soon have civil war in the Transvaal. 
the Treasury told us that this was a/|I think the old burghers would infinitely 
war waged for righteousness and liberty. | prefer to be a Crown Colony under the 
The name of righteousness has often | Queen than to be governed by the Jews 
been invoked for bad causes, but never | of the Transvaal. It is all very well to 
for one worse than this. When you are| talk about the sacred right of the 
going to commit a great wrong, an act of | franchise. It is all very well to pretend 
violence, I do not think it meets the|that the miners are thirsting and 
matter to call it by a lofty name. When | hungering after a vote. What sort of 
you are going to de things of that kind| use are they able to make of their 
you had better call them by plain and | votesin Kimberley ? They are under the 
blunt names. People will not like or | absolute domination of the capitalists, and 
respect you the less because you do) they are driven to the poll like a flock of 
not try to cover your acts with lofty sheep. The real rulers of the Transvaal 
phrases which do not deceive anybody. | under that system would not be the work- 
But we are told that this is a war for| ing men of Johannesburg, but the capi- 
liberty. Where will the liberty of the | talists and the Jews. That is the kind of 
Transvaal and of the Orange Free State | liberty you are going to establish by your 
be at the end of the war? You are| war. But you will say that at least the 
going to suppress the liberty of those two | Empire will be safe ; at least, we shall have 
countries. Do not deceive yourselves. abolished this eyesore of the Republics. 
You may talk now about restoring to| Greater folly was never spoken. These 
them a large measure of autonomy, as | Republics did not menace you; they are 
the Prime Minister did in another place | no danger to your rule ; they would be, 
the other day. It will not be so easy to| with decent treatment and ordinary 
restore autonomy or any other form of | statesmanship, a strength to your rule. 
self-government to these States after the | What have they got to gain by casting 
war. This is not the first time we have | aside the domination of the Queen? To 
suppressed the liberties of the Transvaal. | whom can they look for a better form of 
Once before we suppressed their indepen-| Government? (Ministerial laughter.) 
dence and annexed their country. We)! Hon. Gentlemen may laugh, but that has 
said then that we wanted to grant} been the feeling of these people all 
them a large measure of autonomy. | through; they have never wished to cast 


But we never did, we never could, 
and we never should have done. 
For four years we held the country, but 
never did we venture to give them any 
form of self-government. Why?  Be- 
cause we knew that the first use they 
would have made of it would be to 
release themselves from the bonds we 
imposed upon them. We did not dare to 


do it. It may be that things have | 


changed since then; that the old in- 
habitants of the Transvaal—the burghers 
—are no longer in a majority ; that there 
is a majority of Uitlanders; and when 


you have suppressed the independence of | 


the Transvaal and brought it under the 
authority of the Crown, there will be no 
question of naturalisation ; you can make 
burghers of the whole of the Uitlander 
population, and swamp the old burghers, 
and have some government on_ that 
footing. Well, I do not think that 
would be successful. If you attempt to 
rule by these new arrivals the old sons 
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off the protection of this country—never. 
When has the Free State, which is 
admittedly a sovereign independent State, 
ever conspired against this country, or 
desired that any rule should be substi- 
tuted for our rule in South Africa? They 
know perfectly well, and have always 
known, that they are not strong enough 
to stand alone, and that they must have 
a protector, and that they could not have 
a better protector than Her Majesty the 
Queen of this country. That they believe, 
and if you had respected their indepen- 
| dence they would have been amongst 
the most loyal supporters of the 
Empire. But all that you have cast 
aside. By your empty suspicions and 
lawless aggression you have turned what 
might have been a loyal population into 
what I fear will be for many a long year 
a population of conspirators. That will 
be your reward. Will the Empire be 
strengthened? Why, if there is one 





thing certain it is that you will have to 
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increase permanently your garrison in| ject in the Transvaal on the &th of 
South Africa. Talk of 3,000 men! It} August, 1881, is secured full civil rights. 
will be many a long day before there are | The Dutch word is even stronger than the 
only 3,000 English troops in South| English. Under the 28th Clause those 
Africa. But you who are extending the | persons have the right to register them- 
bounds of your Empire, and whose mili- | selves as aliens in the books of the British 
tary system is strained to the utmost, are | President, and then they were to be free 
wantonly creating difficulties for your-| from all the burdens of citizenship, from 
selves which will lock up your troops for | being commandeered, and fromcompulsory 
years to come in a fruitless and inglorious | service. About 90 per cent. of the British 
occupation. A more useless and more | subjects who remained elected to be 
calamitous war, out of which there could | aliens, and were free and are now free 
be less profit whatever the event, has | from being commandeered. The pledge 
never been waged, and I believe the day | was carried out. All those who remained 
is not far distant when Gentlemen even | got every right ; but the clause has been 
on that side of the House will rue this | construed as meaning those who came into 
path on which we have now entered, and | the country afterwards. I see the Attor- 
that the time will come, and is not very | ney General in his place ; would he con- 
far distant, when we shall have once | strue it so? I had better read it— 
more to retrace our steps and to restore) on: ‘ eee 
the liberties we are now destroying. | qi een ae ie tecday ak aaa 
1877, and the date when this Convention comes 


*Dr. CLARK: I listened to the speech | into effect, and who shall within nates months 
from the last-mentioned date have their name 
of the hon. and learned Member for, registered by the British Resident, shall be 


Haddington, and I called in question the exempt from all compulsory service whatso- 
quotation he was making, because he was | °Y® 


stopping in the middle of the answer and | Ning tenths of them did that and were 
so perverting its meaning. I went out | exempt. Under the 12th Clause all 
and obtained the question and answer persons holding property in the said 
from our own Papers, and they demon- State on the 8th day of August will con- 
strate that my hon. friend stopped in the tinue to enjoy all the rights of property, 
middle and did not accurately represent and the enjoyment of all civil rights 
what was said. On that question he occu-| and protection for their persons and pro- 
pies a position similar to that occupied by perty. They have got that, and have had 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies and it ever since. But this Convention was 
by Her Majesty's Ministers. | Having replaced by another. Is there anything 
had some information from President | in that new Convention of the same 
Kruger regarding that question, I should | character as Clauses 12 and 28? Is there 
like to tell you how he views it. This | exemption given to British subjects from 
promise he thinks he has carried out: It} being commandeered? No; they have 
was an answer given by him to the Royal | been commandeered and they were com- 
Commissioners. They had met for some | mandeered for years, and they have only 
days with the President (Sir Hercules | ceased from being commandeered because 
Rebinson) for the purposes of discussion, | of the action of Lord Loch in 1894 or 
and this answer was made the first day | 1895, when British subjects were for the 

after the arrival of the President. The | first time placed in the same position as 

question was discussed as to how British | Portuguese and Belgians, and given pre- 

subjects then in the Transvaal were to be | ferential rights. We have now the most 

treated in the future. President Kruger | favoured nation clause as far as compul- 

stated what had been the mode of proce-| sory service is concerned. I am in a 

dure in the past, and said that he had no different position from the right hon. 

objection to that continuing any more in | Gentlemen the Leader of the Opposition 

regard to burgher rights than with regard and the Member for East Fife. I hope 

to the other matters put before him. | I am as democratic as they are, but I can- 

They were met together for the purpose of | not see that the facts of the case justify 

considering how a Convention should be | their statements. Some 14 years ago I in- 

drawn up, and what conditions should be | troduced a Bill for the purpose of securing 

placed in that Convention. Under Clause | adult suffrage, because I believe in the 

12 of that Convention every British sub- | two great principles that taxation without 

M 2 Third Day. 
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representation is tyranny, and that with a | 


democracy no law is morally binding on 
any class unless they have a voice in the 
making of that law. I would apply these 
principles in the Transvaal as well as in 
this country. The fallacy that underlies 
all the speeches I have heard is that the 
speakers confuse the franchise law and 
the naturalisation law. What from the 
beginning of the Republic until now has 
been the franchise law of that country ? 
It has been early residential manhood 


suffrage. From the age of sixteen years | 


upwards every person born in the country, 
whether Briton or Dutchman, has had 
the same equal rights, and the franchise 
cannot possibly be extended except by 
changing it to adult suffrage. What. of 
the naturalisation law? It was a very 
simple one in 1881. It would naturalise all 
persons who bought property in the State 
at once, as they would naturalise under 
the old law in existence when we took 
over the Transvaal, which was that after 
twelve months’ residence by paying the 
poll-tax anyone could be registered, take 
the oath of allegiance, and have a vote. 
In 1882 a change was made, not in the 
franchise law, but in the naturalisation law, 
by which all the rights could be secured in 
five years. That was the law in operation 
when the delegates came over here in 
1883 for the purpose of having a new 
Convention framed. That was the alien 
law when the Convention of London 
wasmade. It wasa great change from the 
old law which existed in 1881. Lord Derby 
was thoroughly well aware of that. The 
matter was discussed and _ recognised, 
but there was no clause put in the 
new Convention regarding it, nor was 
any pledge concerning _naturalisation 
asked for. This condition continued 
until 1891, and then a change was 
made in the constitution of the 
country. I was at the time Consul- 
General, and President Kruger asked my 
counsel regarding it. The hon. Member 
for West Perthshire, who was at Pretoria 
with me at the time, was also consulted 
regarding the new scheme. President 
Kruger said— 

“Until now we have had only one Chamber, 
one Volksraad. There are new duties and 
new questions coming up which we do not 
know much about. What I propose to do is 
to divide our Raad into two—a First Chamber 
and aSecond Chamber. We will give all busi- 
ness matters—everything affecting the mines, 
the gold laws, and so on—to the Second 
taad.” 
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| But, as my hon. friend has pointed out» 
the First Raad had a right of veto. How 
have they misused that right of veto? 
During the eight years which have 
elapsed there is only one law which has 
been vetoed—the penny postage law— 
but the year following, that Bill was 
passed by the First Raad. What were 
the naturalisation laws as modified by the 
Constitution of 1891? Of course every 
citizen over sixteen years of age had an 
absolute right to vote for both Chambers 
as well as for the President ; and any alien 
coming into the country, after two years’ 
residence, could get a vote! for a member 
of the Second Chamber, and in two years 
more was eligible to sit in the Chamber. 
It is perfectly true that he had to wait 
another ten years before he could get a 
voice in the election of the First 
Chamber and for the President. It is 
perfectly true the First Chamber had 
more powers than the Second Chamber, 
and that he had not full burgher 
rights. I regret this very much. I am 
sorry that in this country just now there 
is a Conservative Government and a Con- 
servative majority ; I am sorry that in 
the Transvaal for many years there has 
been a Conservative majority and a Con- 
servative Government. But I know that 
when the Liberal leader, General Joubert, 
stood for the Presidentship six or seven 
years ago, his policy was to have an 
alien law, under which all newcomers 
after four years’ residence should get 
every right, and a couple of months ago 
General Joubert was still of the same 
opinion. Unfortunately, out of 16,000 
votes that were then cast there were 500 
more for President Kruger than for 
General Joubert, the Conservatives were 
victorious, and as the result of that 
victory we have this condition of things 
to-day. I want to ask my right hon. 
friends the Member for the Stirling 
Burghs and the Member for East Fife, 
before they repeat all this claptrap about 
helots and impossible conditions, to be 
sure of their facts. We have the opinions 
of those gentlemen, but we want facts 
to justify their assertions, and I say 
are not justified under the law of the 
Transvaal. Look at the position of an 
Uitlander in this country. You have 
no vote either here or in the colonies 
for the First Chamber or for the head 
of the State. I deprecate the position 
taken by the Tory majority and Presi- 
(dent Kruger, and I regret very much 
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the policy which has brought about 
the present condition of things in the 
Transvaal ; but nevertheless the facts do 
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not justify the assertions which have | 


been made either by Sir Alfred Milner 
and the others as to the franchise or 


regarding what is termed the Edgar | 
able to vote, and secondly, how many of 
| those able to vote would accept the vote 


murder, A great many people think the 
wrongs of the Uitlanders in the Transvaal 


are as bad as the wrongs of the Arme- | 


nians in the dominions of the Sultan of 


Turkey. I now want to say a word or two | 


with regard to the real serious question at 
issue, which is, Why have these nego- 
tiations broken down? I regret to say 
that these negotiations broke 
because certain of my friends at Pretoria 


down | 


became so indignant at the way they were | 


treated that they lost their heads. Let 


me state the facts from their standpoint. | 
The proposal was made to the Transvaal | 
|Milner and the Colonial Secretary as 


Government that there should be a joint 


commission of inquiry as to the effect of | 


the naturalisation law of 1899, to see 
whether it would give what both Govern- 
ments agreed was desirable, viz., imme- 
diate and fair representation to the Uit- 
anders, because both Sir Alfred Milner 
and the Colonial Secretary are right in 
saying it was not the five years franchise 
that was contended for, but imme- 
diate and fair representation of 
the Uitlanders. When the Bill was 
passed it came into effect at once. 
It was a seven vears retrospective natural- 
isation law. At the end of two years 
aliens were naturalised, and had _ their 
vote for the Second Chamber, and 
at the end of seven years they had a 
vote for the First Chamber. Therefore, 
at the end of a period of seven years they 
obtained all the rights they could get. 
The question to be determined by the 
commission was to what extent that law, 
and an accompanying law which never 
passed, giving new seats, would be availed 
of. The fear of the Transvaal Govern- 
ment was that this joint commission 
which was proposed would interfere with 
their independence, and they also objected 
from a practical standpoint. One of the 
clauses of that law was that it gave the 
Uitlanders six months to decide whether 
they would take advantage of the Act or 
not. <A large number of Uitlanders in 
various parts of the goldfields could 
exercise this right, and, therefore, the 
question of representation could not be 
determined until the end of the six 
months, and until it was known to what 
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extent naturalisation would be accepted 
Until the end of 
that period they neither knew who the 
voters would be nor where they would 
be. There were two things which they 
were ignorant of. In the first place they 
did not know how many people would be 


the Queen’s Speech. 


by naturalising themselves. I will ex- 
plain why they got so angry, for it is only 
fair that something should be said in 
support of their position. What occurred 
was this. There was considerable dis- 
cussion on this matter between the repre- 
sentatives of the British Government and 
the Transvaal Government. The Trans- 
vaal Government asked Mr. Conyng- 
ham Greene to put before the British 
Government certain private proposals. 
They said: “ You must sound Sir Alfred 


to whether they will agree to our 
proposals. We will not make them 
publicly unless they are going to be 
accepted. Our proposals will be a five 
years franchise at once, and on such 
conditions as to registration as will please 
the British authorities.” They offered 
more than one-fourth of the representa- 
tion on the Raad for the goldfields, 


and a pledge that the representa- 
tion there should never be iess than 


one-fourth. They asked three conditions. 
One of them I think was rather un- 
fairly stated to-night by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary to the Colonies, 
because what they said was that Her 
Majesty’s Government should not make 
this offer a precedent for interfering 
with their internal affairs beyond the 
powers of the Convention or of inter- 
national law. These qualifications were 
put in, but itwas put to-night as if you were 
giving up all your rights. They said, 
“We won't refuse your commission, but 
we will allow it to stand aside, and we ask 
that you will consider our proposal ; and 
if you consider it favourably, then we 
will make it publicly.” In reply to that 
they got from Her Majesty’s Government 
an ambiguous answer which the British 
Agent considered was an acceptance. 
They then made it publicly, and, to their 


astonishment and indignation, got a 
refusal. Although the right hon. Gentle- 


man tells us he meant to accept it, that 
his reply was a qualified acceptance, I am 
sorry that the Transvaal Government did 
not receive it as an acceptance, for it was 
Third Day. 
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a qualified acceptance. I blame the Trans- 
vaal Government as much as I blame 
the Colonial Secretary because they did 
not accept it, for it would have brought 
about a settlement of this unfortunate 
controversy. I think the right hon. 
Gentleman has been unfair to Dr. Leyds. 
I conferred with Dr. Leyds as to getting 
these reforms in the naturalisation laws, 
and I found he was not opposed to them. 
I thought the proposal of 8th Septem- 


ber was a fair and moderate one, but it | 


was not accepted, and the result is that 
we are at war. And why was it not 
accepted ! Because of the action of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
to the Colonies. Because questions 
regarding the suzerainty and the Con- 
vention were raised. There was another 
thing that weighed with them, and that 


was a despatch from Sir Alfred Milner, in | 


which he stated that it was no use for 
the Transvaal Government to rush 
through a five years 
because there were other questions to be 
considered such as the coolie question, 
the Cape Boys question, the Swaziland 
concession question, and other matters of 
equal importance with the franchise 
question, and it was no use settling one 
without settling all of them. 
sequently the Transvaal Government 
came to the conclusion that they had 
been unfairly dealt with and cheated. 


As far as Mr. Conyngham Greene was | 


concerned, I do not think he intended 
anything of the kind. They treated 
him, perhaps rather harshly, but they 
knew that it was either him or the 
Colonial Secretary who had led them to 


make proposals publicly which they never | 


would have made unless that they would 
have been accepted. I happen to know 
a little about the question of the 
suzerainty. 
Lord Derby and Sir Hercules Robinson 
upon this question, and I think I know 
what was in their minds. After the war 
the suzerainty was imposed upon them, 
and under the treaty it had to be ratified 
by the Volksraad within three months. 


That body, however, refused to ratify it | 


because of the suzerainty, and telegrams 
were sent to Lord Kimberley pointing out 
their objection to the suzerainty, and 
ultimately Lord Kimberley persuaded 
them to ratify it provisionally in order to 
give it a trial, and promised that if what 
they had said regarding it proved to be 
true the Government would change it. 


Dr. Clark. 
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They ratified it provisionally, and tried it 
for two years, and the then Boer delegates 
came over here to meet Lord Derby to 
discuss the question. Before they came 
over I expressed at their request their 
views in an article in the August number 
of the Fortnightly Review in 1883. I read 





|tion at that time. 


franchise Bill, | 


Con- | 


I had occasion to consult | 


all the correspondence which passed be- 
tween the Colonial Office and the deputa- 
I remember that it 
was very hard to bring a resolute old 
man round to some of the views desired 
| by the British Government. At that time 
there was no limitation to the South 
| African Republic as far as extension was 
concerned, and it was considered very 
'desirable by the inhabitants of Cape 
Colony that the trade route to the 
interior, which was no man’s land, should 
be in the hands of the British, especially as 
the Germans were the nearest neighbours 
| to the Transvaal on the West, and there 
was no British territory between them, it 
was thought desirable that a new boundary 
| should be made. Consequently the time 
_ of the delegates for the first two months 
they were here was taken up discussing 
the boundary question. These delegates 
had, however, to give way on the 
boundary question, and they did so 
because they were told that the British 
'Government would, in return, give way 
on the suzerainty question. | Conse- 
quently, they paid the price, and went 
back to the Transvaal under the im- 
pression that the suzerainty had been 
abolished. That was the condition of 
things at that time, and these delegates 
thought that in treating with Lord 
Derby they were dealing with an 
honest man, who would carry out all 
he had promised. The delegates went 
back to their own country, and stated 
clearly and distinctly what they had 
given up, and what they had got in 
return ; and they were under the impres- 
sion that the suzerainty was abolished, 
‘that there was a new Convention 
replacing the old one; and everybody was 
_of that impression until a clever lawyer in 
| Johannesburg, in 1893, discovered that it 
was not actually stated in the Convention 
of 1884 that the preamble of the former 
/Convention was abolished, although 
‘the articles were. The Uitlanders con- 
| sequently claimed a right to the franchise 
because the Queen was suzerain of the 
Transvaal, and they contended that they 
were subjects of the Queen. That im- 


| pression continued until a despatch was 


| 
| 
| 
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sent by Lord Ripon which put an end 
to this contention, and in which he 
placed before them the fact that whether 
the Uitlanders liked the objectionable 
oath or not—which was the same 
as that imposed by the American 
constitution—the mere fact that they had 
become citizens of the Transvaal State 
took away from them their British 
nationality. 
by Lord Ripon, and from that time the 
claim of being subjects of the Queen by 
right of suzerainty ceased. Then we had 


the Jameson Raid, and had it not been | 
for that Raid, the Liberal party in the 
Transvaal would have come into power | 
With regard to. 
the South African League, I do not know | 
whether its president, Mr. Rhodes, supplies | 


a couple of years ago. 


the money or not, and I do not know 
whether it is a poor man’s association or 
not, as has been stated by the Colonial 
Secretary. I know that Mr. 


the Boers. 


AN Hon. Member: A bribed press. 


*Dr. CLARK: Why, Sir, the British 


apers in Johannesburg preach treason | 
oD 


against the State day after day and week 
after week. 
is any other country in the world where 
papers of that kind, preaching directly 


treason against the State, would be per- | 


mitted. There was one very serious 


argument used, and that was that when | 
you had public meetings the Boers came | 


in and interfered. Well, the peace party 
here have tried to hold public meetings, 
and we have had things made pretty un- 


assertions which have been made are not 
warranted by facts. It is claimed by the 
Government and by the First Lord of the 
Treasury that this suzerainty question 


has been raised by the Boers, but it has | 
It was | 
first raised by the British Government | 


never been raised by them at all. 


when the Transvaal Government made 
the offer to have all the questions in 
dispute settled by arbitration. 


gard to the coolies question, Lord Ripon 
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| that decision. 
|merest pretexts public feeling in this 
That decision was laid down | 
| that we have been unable to discuss this 
| question fairly and legitimately until this 


Rhodes | 
spent a good deal of money in trying to | 
bring about the Raid, and in arming the | 
people in order to take the country from | 
We are now told that there | 
is no free press or liberty in the Transvaal. | 
| have gone to war simply because the 
| Government have determined to dominate 
| these two nations and take possession of 
| their country. 


I do not believe that there | 


In re- | 
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and the President of the South African 
Republic agreed that it should be 
settled by the Chief Justice of the 
Orange Free State. Both parties submitted 
it to the decision of the Chief Justice, and 
his award was put in force, and now the 
British Government wish to get rid of 
Upon a variety of the 


country has been inflamed, with the result 


moment. We have had a speech from the 
right hon. Gentleman, the Secretary to 
the Colonies, in which he states that this 
question of the five years franchise has 
been given up, and we are told that it is 
now a question of paramountcy over the 
Orange Free State. The Orange Free 
State is as free as the Congo Free State, 
and you have no more right to claim para- 
mountcy over the one than you have over 
the other. As to our suzerainty over 
the Transvaal, it was impossible for both 
the Free State and the Transvaal to admit 
our right in this respect. All the humbug 
about a five years or a seven years fran- 
chise has been given up, and now we 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hants, New 
Forest): The House has just listened 
with interest to the remarks which have 
been made by the hon. Member for Caith- 
ness. Having been a servant of the 
Transvaal Government, the hon. Member 
speaks with some authority. 


Dr. CLARK: As this charge has been 


made against me several times I desire to 
deny it, for the Transvaal Government 
un- | were never my employers. 
comfortable for us. As far as this question | 


is concerned I venture to say that the | 
: y / acted has an honorary officer there, but 


When this 
question came up I stated that I had 


they were never my employers. I gave 
them services for which they have repaid 


| me, not in money or in kind, but other- 


wise. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU: I under- 
stood that the hon. Member was their 
agent, but I accept his explanation. The 
hon. Member for Caithness, with an 
Third Day. 
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honesty which does him credit, has stated 
that he wished the Government with 
which he was formerly associated had 
acted in a different manner. Coming 
from the hon. Member I think that is a 
very significant admission. With regard 


to the remarks of the hon. Member for | 


Leigh, he has dwelt for a long time upon 
the absence of any real hardship to the 
Uitlanders in the Transvaal. I do not 
know whether he has had the good 
fortune to have been in South Africa, but 
if he had lived in Johannesburg for a 
short time he would have known that 
these grievances exist, and are of a very 
substantial kind. I will mention one or 
two. What would you say in this 
country if you had to pay duties on food 
which ranged up to nearly 50 per cent of 
the value of the imported article? How 
would hon. Members opposite like to 
have their children educated in a language 
which was not their own? How would 
the hon. Member for Leigh like to see 
monopolies extending to all kinds of 
things besides dynamite? From personal 
knowledge I know that these grievances 
are very real and numerous, and I do 
not think any gentleman in this House 
who has been to South Africa would 
form any other impression than that the 
Uitlanders suffer under very serious 
grievances in South Africa. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT: I expressed the 
opinion that the Government of the 
Transvaal was not a perfect Government. 
I challenged hon. Members to produce 


cases of individual hardship which had 


proved to be intolerable. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU: When you 


have a community rising in spontaneous 
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(the contempt in which the Boers held 
our fellow-countrymen in the Transvaal 
| has been one of the chief causes of the 
present situation. After the war our 
countrymen will be equal to the Boers in 
/arms and power, and racial feeling will 
subside. I have lived in South Africa, 
and I can assure hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
that I have formed the opinion that a 
strong policy is the only cure for the evils 
afflicting that country. Itis much better 
to adopt strong measures now, than to 
have the two Republics creating for ever 
‘disturbance all over South Africa and 
disaffecting the minds of the Dutch in 
Cape Colony, and I am quite certain that 
the steps we are now taking will in future 
years be attended with most beneficial 
results. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Ido not propose 
to make anything that would deserve the 
/name of a speech, but a very important 
change came over the spirit, I think over 
the matériel, of this discussion at a time 
when the House was not so full as it is 
now, during a portion of the speech—of 
the brilliant, eloquent, forcible, and un- 
answerable speech—of the hon. and 
learned Member for Plymouth. _ Sir, 
before calling the attention of the House 
to the revelation—for so I think I may 
call it—which was then made by my 
right hon. friend the Colonial Secretary, 
I will only say one word to the hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down. He 
spoke about the infamy of the dynamite 
concession. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU : I did not 
mention the dynamite concession alone. 
I mentioned other monopolies, such as the 
jam and bottle monopolies. 


rebellion, the state of things represented | 


by the hon. Member cannot be accu- 
rate. The hon. Member for Leigh made 
another statement which I desire to 
correct in reference to the building of 
forts. I would remind him that they 
had a fort at Johannesburg in 1894, and 
forts were erected in Pretoria from 1894 to 
1895. Another argument is that this war 
will accentuate racial feeling, but my firm 
conviction is that it will eventually 
allay rather than arouse racial animosity. 


My right hon. friend the Colonial Secre- | 


tary never said a truer word than that 
Mr. Scott-Montagu. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Monopoly or 
concession makes no difference to my 
point, but I leave the matter there. Now, 
what is the result of the discussion we 
have had? It does appear that this is 
the net result of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Colonial Secretary's way of 
stating the case to-night. We are not 
now at war for the franchise ; we are not 
at war for suzerainty ; but we are at war 
for something which he calls paramountey, 
though I think he prefers the word 
| suzerainty as more convenient. What- 
| 
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ever the word may be, it means some! what did my right hon. friend say to the 


power so vague, so informal, so incapable 
of being stated in words that any lawyer 
—and for the matter of that, any layman 
—could understand, that the application, 


the enforcement of it must really be a) 
Now, I wish to submit | 
this proposition to the attention of the | 


matter of doubt. 


House. You, under the name of para- 


mountey, are going to impose your will | 


—to impose upon the South African 
Xepublic obligations which you would not 
for the life of you dare to impose, or 
try to impose, upon any self-governing 
colony. My right hon. friend will 
perhaps correct me if I misstate this 
case, which illustrates my point—that 
you are going to impose obligations 
upon the Transvaal, whose independence 
you are so eager to cherish. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I desire 
not to interrupt any more to-night, but 
my right hon. friend makes a direct 
appeal to me. If, Sir, I could imagine 
the case which the right hon. Gentleman 
puts—some self-governing English colony 
Imposing upon the majority of the 
inhabitants of that colony such conditions 
as are imposed upon the British in- 
habitants of the ‘Transvaal—I say we 
should interfere, or we should cut the 
connexion. 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY: There is no 
difference between my right hon. friend 
and myself as to the right to interfere for 
the protection of British fellow-subjects 
against cruelty and injustice. But my 
point is a different one. A little time 
ago—this year, I think—in Newfound- 
land there was the very remarkable circum- 
stance of an enormous alienation of public 
territory to a given individual by an 
Act of the Legislature of Newfoundland. 
There were those in the colony, I am 
informed, who protested against this as a 
most maleficent use, or abuse, of public 
property. Would not my right hon. 
friend say that that was a case corre- 
sponding very much to the monopoly he 
has just been speaking of ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Oh, no. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Of course, it 
is not on all fours in all particulars. 


But 





Colonial representatives who came to him 
in the Colonial Office? He said— 


“This is wrong, but I will not advise Her 
Majesty to refuse her assent to this Act, 
because it has been passed by a self-governing 
colony which we cannot dream of interfering 
with.” 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: My right 
hon. friend asks me whether he is correct in 
his statement. What I have to say is 
that the case is absolutely different. 
There is no comparison whatever to be 
made between the case of the Transvaal 
and the case of this concession. 


AN Hon. Member: That is argument. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Of course 
it is argument. The case in question 
was a case of a contract which I thought 
to be imprudent. There was no allega- 
tion either of corruption or of oppression, 
absolutely no official allegation. There 
was nothing in the nature of a serious 
allegation, except as to an individual— 
which is nothing—either that that contract 
was corrupt or that it involved oppres- 
sion of any grievous kind to any British 
subject. It was purely and entirely a 
question of the prudence of certain legis- 
lation which had been passed by a self- 
governing colony. My statement was 
that, while in my opinion the contract 
was imprudent, it was not my duty and it 
could not be the duty of any Government 
to interfere with the action and discretion 
of a self-governing colony in a matter 
in which no Imperial interest was con- 
cerned. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: I do not wish 
to detain the House; I want to go on to 
the general point I am_ particularly 
anxious to press. I will ask my right hon. 
friend whether he says it is a monstrous 
thing that in the Transvaal we ought 
not to have a right in the name of para- 
mountcy to impose our views as to the 
way in which their school system should 


‘be conducted. You try that on in 
Canada. My right hon. friend would, I 
am perfectly sure, carefully abstain 


from any such intervention. My right 


hon. friend spoke of his own desire to 


Third Day. 
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avoid war, and he protested and ridiculed 
the charge of bloodguiltiness and so forth 
which had been made against the policy 
of the Government. I will only say for 
myself—and I am sure that my right 
hon. friend knows what I say is true— 
that I have never used that kind of 
language about the attitude of Her 
Majesty’s Government in this matter. 
My right hon. friend was good enough to 
say that I had preserved moderation of 
language and of argument. I have done 
so for the best of all possible reasons— 
because I was sensible, as we are all 
sensible to-night, though not so many 
were six weeks ago, of the enormous 
gravity of the issues on which we are 
embarked. I hope, like every one in 
the House, that the war in which 
we are unhappily engaged may be 
brought to a speedy issue. When I hear 
hon. Gentlemen speak of a good and 


prosperous issue ; that Iam bound to say, | 


except in a military sense, I cannot for a 
moment anticipate, because my great 
objection to this policy is not merely that 
it is a policy of war, but that it will leave 
you, however victorious you may be, face 
to face with embarrassments compared 
with which any embarrassments you have 
had are trivial. My right hon. friend 


complained that some speeches made in the | 


recess were calculated to embarrass and 
hamper Her Majesty’s Government. My 
own conscience on that charge is perfectly 
clear. My right hon. friend never con- 
tended, as apparently some hon. Gen- 


tlemen contend, that in the face of a| 
crisis of this magnitude, and with all the | 


perilous results connected with it, it was 


not the duty of those who took an interest | 


in the question, who informed themselves 
as well as they could of the merits of the 
question and were conscious of the gravity 


of the issues involved, to come forward | 


and boldly try to instruct the public on 


the issue at stake. My right hon. friend | 


asked me what policy I would have 
pursued. He said truly that in the 
foundations of the policy there was, when 
we parted on July 28, no difference 
between us. We on this side agreed with 


my right hon. friend that reform, the | 


redress of grievances by way of franchise, 
was, and we say it is,in fact, the only policy 
compatible with the respect, independ- 
ence, and self-government of the Trans- 
vaal. But if you go upon new lines and 
dictate to the Transvaal what the reforms 


shall be which you yourselves think | 


Mr. John Morley. 
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desirable, there is an end of their inde. 
pendence in any sense in which independ- 
ence is worth preserving. My right hon. 
friend will agree in that. Therefore, we 
assumed that we were all agreed that the 
franchise policy was the true path along 
which to travel for the ends we all desired 





to accomplish ; and if I were asked to 
| state my view of the method by which 
| the aims of this policy should be achieved 
| I could find no opinion of my own so 
' good as that of my right hon. friend, ex- 
| pressed, not in this House, but outside, on 
| May 21. At a South African dinner the 
gentlemen present prayed Her Majesty’s 
Government to resist all efforts to induce 
them to depart from that policy of 
moderation and _ conciliation which 
'can alone secure the real progress and 
true happiness of South Africa. Then 
my right hon. friend said— 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
} 
| 
| 


| ‘Those words are wise, moderate, and 
| patriotic words. We must have patience. 
| We can afford to wait ; time is on our side ; 
| and I do not doubt its healing hands will close 
| the wound so rudely opened and will remove 
all obstacles in the way of the prosperity of 
South Africa.” 


| The speech of my own which hon. Gentle- 
men opposite are inclined to find so much 
fault with was conceived and expressed 
in the words of my right hon. friend 
which I have just . read, and I 
ventured to lay down certain rules of 
policy which I am perfectly sure would, 
until a few weeks ago, have commanded 
the assent of my right hon. friend. 
Every one who has considered the South 
African question will agree that these 
principles and maxims—they are not my 
invention, they are the utterances in effect 
of all Secretaries for the Colonies for a 
great many years past—are simply princi- 
ples which have always been admitted. I 
always admitted, as I admit now, that 
there is, or was before this war, a state 
of things in South Africa which it is in 
the highest degree desirable to put right. 
| My second proposition was that in trying 
to get that state of things put right you 
must remember that the South African 
Republic had good grounds for caution, 
and that no language should be used 
which could feed the suspicion of the 
Government of the South African 
Republic that under the plea of reform 
we wished to steal their country from 
them. My third proposition was that in 
putting right the state of things in 
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Johannesburg we must be careful that | 
we did not put a great many other more | 
serious things wrong. My fourth pro- | 
position was that you must carry with | 
you the sympathetic and friendly judg- | 
ment of the Dutch population in the. 
various communities making up the | 
Province of South Africa. And my fifth 
proposition was that you must respect | 
your pledged word. 
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' would be taken 
| qualified acceptance. 


| 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Whose 
speech was that ? 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Mine. I am 


glad that my right hon. friend so far 
assents to these sentiments that he is not 
quite sure whether it is in his speech or 
mine. Another point. A resolution 
which I framed, and which was carried at 
a great many meetings in the North of 
England, Wales, and Scotland, asserted 
that we should not, above all things, 
impair that independence of the South 
African Republic to which successive 
Secretaries of State had constantly 
pledged themselves. There was nothing 
in that to deserve your blame or repre- 
hension ; that is the very thing the Duke 
of Devonshire now earnestly implores the 
friends of the South African Republic to 
bear in mind. The first thing that 
induced me to come out of pursuits | 
which I like a great deal better than 
going on the platform was a_ speech 
made by my right hon. friend, and to- 
night what I cannot call less than an 
extraordinary light has been thrown upon 
that speech by what took place before 
dinner, when the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber for Plymouth was speaking. My 
right hon. friend, in response to a course 
of cross-examination by an expert in 
cross-examination, said that his despatch 
of August 28, which was a reply to 
the famous despatch of August 19, was 
intended by him to be construed by the 
Transvaal Government as an acceptance 
of their despatches of the 19th and 21st 
of August. When my right hon. friend 
the Member for West Monmouth was 
challenged by the Colonial Secretary to 
produce the evidence on which he justified 
some of his criticisms, he mentioned a 
certain speech of the Secretary of State | 
in his own constituency. I hope the | 


Colonial Secretary will believe me when | 
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I say that Ido not refer to that speech 
for the purpose of making any taunts or 
recriminations, or small platform triumphs. 
I refer to it because when I recall that 
speech, and when I hear what my right 
hon. friend has told the House to-night, I 
am more bewildered and mystified than I 
have been at any other stage of the ques- 
tion. My right hon. friend says that he 


| meant his despatch of August 28 to be an 


acceptance. When he received the Boer 


proposals of August 19 he thought so 
| favourably of them that when he sent his 
/answer a few days later he believed it 


as an acceptance or 
The whole matter 
of our discussion is as grave as could 
engage the attention of the House, and I 
will ask the House to be so good as to 
remember the dates. On August 26 my 
right hon. friend used this language— 
while he had in his box proposals of which 
he thought so favourably that he intended 
to accept them— 


“We have made, perhaps, some little pro- 
gress, but I cannot truly say that the crisis is 
ast. Mr. Kruger procrastinates in his reply. 
Je dribbles out reforms like water from a 
squeezed sponge. And he either accompanies 
his offers with conditions which he knows to: 
be impossible——” 


[Ministerial cheers.] Yes, but that is 
not what my right hon. friend told you 
to-night. This slow distillation of reform 
was so satisfying that a few days after 


making this speech my right hon. friend 


writes a despatch accepting the proposals. 
Then my right hon. friend went on— 


“The issues of peace and war are in the 
hands of President Kruger and his advisers. 
Even now, at the eleventh hour, he has it in 
his hands, by the acceptance of these moderate 


| and reasonable reforms, to relieve at all events 


the present difficulty. Will he speak the 
necessary words? ‘The sands are running 
down.” 


A Cabinet meeting is held, and my right 
hon. friend on behalf of the Government 
writes the despatch which is intended as 
an acceptance of the Transvaal’s pro- 
posals. 


SEVERAL Hon. MEMBERS: Qualified: 
acceptance. 
Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Let us not 


wrangle about it. Let us see what 
happened. I know no language which 
Third Day. 
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the case or the momentous nature of the 
issue. How was it, when my right 
hon. friend sent a despatch which meant 
to convey a qualified acceptance—how 
was it that, when he found the Boers did 
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more strikingly describes the gravity of | justify it. 


not understand it in that sense—how was | 


it when he found that they were mis- 
understanding it—why did he not 
instruct Sir Alfred Milner to tell them, 
“You are misunderstanding the despatch ; 
it is not a refusal, it is an acceptance” ! 
If I had any doubts before as to the 
vote which I shall give to-night—and, if 


hon. Gentlemen opposite will do me | 


the honour to believe me, I had some 
doubts, because I go with them to the 
full in desiring to give the Government 
all supplies that they need for military 
work, and I trust that workrwill be done 
rapidly, as I am sure it will be done 
efficiently —those doubts have been 
entirely removed by the speech of the 
hon. and learned Member for Plymouth. 
It is impossible for those who have 
listened to that speech—and no one 
has listened to it with more respectful 
attention than I have—when they 
find what misunderstandings, what 
misrepresentations, what small points, 
and what paltry differences there have 
been which prevented a_ conciliatory 
settlement and brought about this 
horrible, this hideous catastrophe—I say 
it is impossible under these circumstances 
to deny that we are within our rights in 
entering our protest in spite of the 
military anxieties of the moment, which 
press upon us as much as upon anyone else 
in the House. The hon. and learned 
Member for Plymouth used a phrase 
which I hope the hon. Members round 
about him will not forget. He said— 


“Tf that be so, if the declaration made 
by the Colonial Secretary be as he put it, the 
oe the Amendment is proved up to the 
nilt.” 


That is my view, and no vote that I have 
ever given in this House am I more pre- 
pared to justify, either in my own con- 
stituency or any other where they will 
give me a fair hearing, than this vote. I 
give that vote with the perfect confidence 
that it is right, aye, and in the assurance 
that before many months, nay, before 
perhaps many weeks, are over, the good 
sense, the love of justice and the hatred 
of unnecessary war which animate the 


breasts of all our people, will entirely 


Mr. John Morley. 
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Your former leader, when 
you were a Conservative Party, brought 
back “ Peace with honour.” 


AN Eon. Member: Not from Majuba. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Sir, I had 
hoped that in this House, at all events, 
we should not have had any reference to 
Majuba. 


Hon. MemBers: Why not ? 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Then this is 


a war of revenge! 
Mr. DILLON : Revenge and robbery. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : I thought so ; 
but I do not say on the pari of Her 
Majesty’s Ministers. I am sure that 
there is nothing about Majuba in their 
minds ; but since it has been mentioned, 
I, for my part, cannot but regret that 
Lord Rosebery has thought it worthy 
of the occasion to make so very moderate 
a contribution to the difficulties that 
weigh upon all of us who have not 
got to make up our minds’ whether 
we enter or re-enter politics or not. 
I regret that anything should be said 
by that eminent and distinguished man 
which should lead people to suppose 
that those of us, at all events, who 
remain true to the man who was then the 
leader of the Liberal Party are in any 
way going to abandon the tradition and 
the example that he set us. I have no 
more to say, except that I do not wish to 
unsay in this House one single word 
which I have said in the country, and 
that I shall vote, with a clear conscience, 
for the Amendment of my hon. friend. 


Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 
I have had the privilege of speaking on 
this subject in the country, and I shall 
not consider it necessary to enter upon it 
at length on this occasion. I shall be as 
brief as possible, and shall proceed rather 
to the broader issues which are involved 
in this question than to the many details 
with which the debate has necessarily 
been occupied. I desire, in the first place, 
to admit fully that there was much in the 
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government of the Transvaal which | 
required and justified our remonstrances ; 
that there was much which should have 
led us to use our utmost endeavours to 
effect a reform of what was goingon. At 
the same time, whilst I make that con- 
fession, I desire briefly to protest against 
the exaggeration which has been used with 
respect to those abuses—an exaggeration 
which has been, to my mind, attested 
by the speech of my hon. friend the 
Member for the New Forest Division. 
My hon. friend, who has had the advan- 
tage of visiting the Transvaal, proceeded 
to explain to us those abuses which, from 
his point of view, justified the employ- 
ment of force—justitied the beginning of 
this war. The three which he was able 
to put in the forefront were—first of all, 
the excessive taxation of imports, a taxa- 
tion which is less than that which pre- 
vails in the adjacent colonies of Natal and 
Cape Colony ; next, abuses with respect to 
education, which abuses are admittedly in 
process of amelioration. [“ No.”| Those 
who are acquainted with the subject know 
they are. And the third was the conces- 
sions and monopolies which have been esta- 
blished. Those were the three which my 
hon. friend adduced as showing the evil 
condition of the Transvaal which required 
our interference. As has been well put by 
my right hon. friend opposite in the 
speech just concluded, the same things, 
and worse, prevail in our own self-govern- 
ing colonies, and you dare not interfere 
with them there. Before I pass away 
from this branch of the subject, upon 
which I am not going to dwell, I must 
speak with reference to one subject which 
my hon. friend did not adduce, but which 
I know has made a great effect on the 
popular mind in England—I mean the 
alleged degradation of the judiciary, 
making it dependent upon the Executive 
Government. If I understand the matter 
aright (and my hon. friend will correct 
me if I am wrong) there is no such 
dependence as is alleged. What is 
it? A judge in the Transvaal may 
be put to his oath to observe and 
carry out the laws and the resolutions 
passed by the Volksraad. That is the 
subjugation of the judiciary which is 
imposed. That is the subjugation under | 
which our judiciary here live. [‘ No.”] 
I beg hon. Members to reflect for one | 
moment. If a judge presumed to say 


that he would not acknowledge an Act | 





passed by this Parliament | 
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AN Hon. 


Same Case. 


Mr. COURTNEY : That he would not 
observe and carry out an Act passed by 
this Parliament, he would have to resign 
his office. If he did not resign there 
would be an Address from both Houses 
requiring his dismissal. The case in the 
Transvaal differs in this only from ours, 
that it applies to resolutions. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RicHARD WEBSTER, Isle of Wight): That 
makes all the difference in the world. 


Mr. COURTNEY: My hon. and 
learned friend the Attorney General says 
that makes all the difference in the world. 
Does my hon. and learned friend mean to 
say that it is not within the competency 
of a legislature to determine what shall 
be the forms to be passed through in the 
decreeing and enacting of laws? If a 
legislature determines to pass an Act by 
one reading instead of three readings it 
can do so. I remember that in this 
House we passed the first and second 
readings, the Committee stage, the Report 
stage, and the third reading of a statute 
altering the principles of the common 
law—I do not say without good grounds— 
in the course of one sitting. I enter a 
protest against the suspicion that Presi- 
dent Kruger could impose his own free 
will on a judge. Isay then that in the 
Transvaal a judge is bound to carry out 
the rules, resolutions and Acts of the 
legislature just as much as a judge is 
bound to do so in this country. I admit 
the grievances in the Transvaal, but I 
want also to describe what in my view is 
the future for which we ought all to 
work. I myself dream—if you like, 
have a vision—of a Commonwealth of 
South Africa—in which the existing 
colonies and Republics may be merged 
and united as component parts of one 
English-speaking Commonwealth, pene- 
trated with English ideas. [Ministerial 
cries of “ Under the Queer.”}] Yes, under 
Third Day. 
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the Queen. I think that might be brought | afraid of a man 74 years of age? Especially 
about, not immediately, but in the not| when it was pointed out by the hon. 
distant future. No doubt you would | Member for Caithness that his possible 
have to work for it in faith. You cannot | successor isa man of a different stamp. 


at once precipitate the result. But is the | Can you not wait and work in patience 


process upon which you are going to 
embark likely to bring it about? [Minis- 
terial cries of ‘Yes.”] Those who ery “Yes” 
are very sanguine persons, and they have 
singularly misread history if they think 
that by conquest and war you can efface 
racial distinctions and unite into one 
brotherhood, and under one Sovereign, 
people who are now so sadly disunited 
from each other. The result is already 
achieved in the Cape Colony, where you 
have got Boers and British side by side, 


_and hope in order to unite through peace 


those whom you certainly will not unite 
through war? This is the end which my 
hon. and learned friend has at heart as 
well as myself. The question for us to- 
night is whether the means that have 
been adopted, whether the diplomacy 
which has been used, tend to bring about 
that state of things which we all have at 
heart, or tend unfortunately to defeat it. 
Before we separated in August my right 





hon. friend the Colonial Secretary was 


working in faith in the future, under even- | able to announce that in answer to 
handed justice, and showing to the Boers | the seven years franchise law passed 
of the Transvaal that they will enjoy the | by the Volksraad he had proposed a com- 
same liberty, self-government and union “mission of inquiry into its working, and I, 
in the future as now. My hon. and learned | following him, had the privilege of express- 
friend the Member for Haddington- | ing my hope that it would be accepted. 
shire said that having devoted some time | But the Boer Government did not like 
to the subject he had arrived at the pain-| the proposal. They saw in it a danger to 
ful conclusion that war between the their own self-government. I am not 
South African Republics and the United | going now into particulars of these nego- 
Kingdom was inevitable—that the Boers | tiations. They did not like the proposals, 
and British must fight, and that a/| and after some pourparlers they made a 
solution of the difficulties can only be | counter proposal, having ascertained 
obtained by conquest. That was the | peforehand by cautious inquiry that the 
vision of my hon. and learned friend the | making of that counter proposal would 
Member for Haddingtonshire. But how | not be regarded as a negative to the first 
does that agree with the facts? Is this | proposal. The first proposal was kept 
antagonism exemplified at the present | open ; they might fall back upon it. In 
moment in the Orange Free State? In | the meantime they made a counter pro- 
the Orange Free State, up to a month | posal of a retrospective five years franchise, 
ago, there was the completest friendship | coupled with three conditions. Now we 
between Boer and British. I refer Mem-| have to-night a most extraordinary, a 
bers to an article in The Times to-day | most inexplicable revelation with respect 
written from the Orange Free State, and | to the reception to that proposal. Re- 
depicting in pathetic terms the harmony | member what it was. The Transvaal 
which prevailed there between Boer and| Government proposed a five years 
British—a harmony which was injured, | franchise with three conditions. One of 
if not ruined by the Raid in the Transvaal | them was arbitration, another was that 
—which stillruled in the Orange FreeState | the action then taken should not be re- 
and might have gone on to succeeding | garded as a precedent for future action of 
generations, I say that harmony can be | the same kind, and the third was that 
restored in the Transvaal. [Ministerial the controversy about suzerainty should 
cries of “Only for Kruger.”] But is Mr. | tacitly be allowed to drop on both sides. 
Kruger going to live for ever? Are you| When that proposal was published 








Mr, Courtney, 








a2 


illo, A <a’ 0 


© OS 2 the Mm me 


wo 
un 











353 Address in Answer to 


here it was received in some of the news- 
papers almost as an insult to the nation. 


I believe The Times newspaper said that a | 
delaration of war had been made upon) 


an offence less gross than this. But, 
now, what does my right hon. friend the 
Secretary for the Colonies tell us? He 
tells us that, so far from resenting those 
proposals, he sent out a reply which he 
intended to be received as an acceptance of 
these proposals. [A laugh.] Why does an 
hon. Gentleman laugh? The Secretary for 
the Colonies, receiving those proposals, 
sent out a reply which, he said, in 
answer to the hon. and learned member 
for Plymouth, he intended to be received 
as an acceptance of those proposals—a 
qualified acceptance it may be, but an 
acceptance at any rate to go on with. 
And at the time that he was reviewing 
these proposals in that light he made the 


extraordinary speech to the garden-party | 
What diplomacy, Mr. | 


at Highbury. 
Speaker! What diplomacy to accompany 


your intention to send a despatch accept- | 


ing those proposals with a speech of 
that kind, which was sure to be reported 
and received before your acceptance got 
there. Well, when the answer was sent 
out it was not received as an acceptance. 
An answer was sent back which showed 
that they did not understand that it was 
an acceptance. You would have thought 
my right hon. friend, if he intended that 
it should be received as an acceptance, 
would have corrected the error; that he 
would have said: “You have mis- 
understood me. We _ intended in 
a qualified way to accept the 
proposals. You must be corrected 


and understand that it is as we say.” | 
But no, the same extraordinary diplo- | 
macy goes on. What a misery it is that 


two nations should go to war, that we 


should be sending out such forces as_ 
never left our shores before, that our | 


brothers, sons, nephews, cousins, should 
be going to fight, and perhaps to die, and 


all not to produce amity, not to build up | 


a united commonwealth, not to efface a 


racial animosity, but to accentuate 
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| divisions in South Africa, and all through 
.a diplomacy which could not express 
what it meant, and when it was 
misunderstood could not explain that 
it was misunderstood. It is a tragedy. 
I know that a great diplomatist once 
said that “language was given to us to 
conceal our thoughts.” I had hoped that 
that belonged to the old diplomacy and 
not to the new. In this case, through 
some unhappy accident which I cannot in 
the least fathom—it is started upon us to- 
night ; hon. Members were not here when 
it was said ; they have not realised it yet, 
but they will have to realise it by-and- 
by—through some extraordinary accident 
my right hon. friend sent an answer 
which was meant to be an acceptance, a 
qualified acceptance, if you like, but he 
did not express it, and the Boers did not 
so understand it. None of us thought it 
was so,and when the misunderstanding 
was patent it was not corrected. The 
greatest anxiety was expressed by the 
Uitlanders, the South African League, 
and The Times newspaper lest these 
proposals by the Boers should be accepted. 
The Times, said my right hon. friend the 
Member for Montrose, could scarcely 
conceal its pleasure—I do not know how 
they found it out—in the fact that the 
Boers had not accepted the offer made to 
them, and so put the Government in a 
corner. Now, it appears that The Times 
newspaper was under an entire mis- 
apprehension of the real situation. The 
Government were really wishing to 
accept these proposals and yet they did 
not. Then, Sir, this miserable business 
happened. The next thing would have 
been to fall back upon the seven years, 
plus the inquiry. Why was it not done ? 
Again, extraordinary diplomacy. The 
| Government looked into it and said, ““We 
find it is not substantial, and it is no use 
prosecuting the inquiry.” Why not 
have gone on with that inquiry 
‘and have shown them that? No! 
Having so miserably failed at first, you 
| refused to prosecute the alternative, and 


| 
| you told them that you must formulate 


Third Day. 
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new proposals. The natural thing for 
the Boer Government was to wait until 
you formulated your new proposals : but 
the new diplomacy did not expect that. 
You intended or you hoped that the Boer 
Government would have made some 
further proposal, and then when the Boer 
Government came again and again and 
when the Orange Free State came also 
and asked, “What are your proposals ? 
Let us understand them; let us see 
whether anything can be done.” days 
passed, a fortnight save a day passed, 
and no answer Was given except “* By- 
and-by.” We know now that it has 
taken a month to elaborate these pro- 
posals, if they ever have been elaborated. 
The Orange Free State said, “Let us 
know what your proposals are.” 


An Hon. Member : Time, time. 


Mr. COURTNEY: Yes, Twelve of 
the clock will bring us to an end. The 
Orange Free State said, “Let us know 
what your proposals are and we will try 
to see whether anything can be done with 
them; it is most difficult with your 
forces pressing us on every side, and 
surely you had better hold off your 
forces rather than accumulate them.” 
To that no reply is given except 
* By-and-by.” It is in these cir- 
cumstances that the ultimatum comes 
from the Boer Government which has 
precipitated war. That ultimatum was 
an instance of as bad diplomacy on the 
one side as on the other. It was violent, 
outrageous, and a thing not to be endured ; 
but at the same time I ask hon. Members 
to look upon it as men of common-sense 
considering the situation as one in which 
they themselves might one day be placed. 
Here is a force pressing round these 
Republics day by day more tightly. Here 
is a burgher force without any organiza- 
tion—they have no organization like our 
own. It is a volunteer force, with 
difficulty kept together and with diffi- 
culty sustained. How can you expect 
them to wait until you come up with all 
your forces and then communicate your 
demands under conditions which require 
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instant fulfilment? It is as if two men 
are disputing and one says, “Tell me 
what you want,” and the other says, 
“ Wait five minutes and I will come back 
and tell you what I want, and I will bring 
a loaded pistol with me.” That is the 
diplomacy which has involved us in a war 
of the most threatening character, of a 
prolonged character, certainly not a 
speedy war, certainly a bloody war, and 
certainly an inglorious war, a war which 
will leave the position of South Africa in 
the end worse than it was in the 
commencement, a war which gives no 
promise of peace. Is this the Dayspring 
from on high? [“Oh, oh!”] No, you do 
not like those words, and I am sorry to 
say you do not like these sentiments. But 
there is a good steady heart in the people 
of this kingdom of ours, a good solid 
heart which will respond ‘to these 
thoughts ; and, looking upon the ‘situa- 
tion as it is, regarding the objects which 
we all have in common, and thinking of 


‘the miserable waste in the means that 


have been adopted, of the horrible 
failure of diplomacy to which resort 
has been made, [ join with my 
right hon. friend opposite, and in the 
words of my hon. and learned friend I say 
that the Amendment proposed has been 
proved up to the hilt, and that nothing 
could be established more damning of the 
diplomacy which has been employed. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREAS- 
URY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Since my right hon. friend the See- 
retary for the Colonies concluded _ his 
great speech this evening in defence of the 
policy of the Government of which he is 
so distinguished a member, there have 
been three speeches delivered—one by 
my hon. and learned friend the Member for 
Plymouth, the second by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Montrose, 
and a third by my right hon. friend who 
has just sat down—traversing the policy 
of the Government. In the few minutes 
left me before 12 o’clock it is not easy to 
find space to reply in detail to those three 
speeches; but my task is somewhat 
lightened by the fact that to a certain 
extent they covered the same ground, 
and only in certain particulars has there 
been a special and individual note raised 
by the last two speakers I have named. 
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I will take those separate contentions in | majority following that executive should 
which they are distinguished from the|be blindly accepted by the judges 
argument of my hon. and learned friend | of the land. So much for my right hon. 
the Member for Plymouth, and then I | friend’s view of taxation and my right 
will come to the broad line of argument | hon. friend’s view of judicial independence. 


on which all three speakers agree. My 
right hon. friend who has just sat down 
boldly engaged in the heroic task of 
proving to the House of Commons that, 
after all, the abuses of the Government 
of the Transvaal are not so serious as we 
have been led to understand. 


Mr. COURTNEY: Not so serious as 
to require war. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Let us first 
agree upon their magnitude. I understood 
the right hon. Gentleman to tell the 
House that the system of taxation was not 
worse than the system of taxation pre- 
vailing in self-governing colonies of Great 
Britain. Well, that statement is ex- 
aggerated to an extent which is ludicrous. 
There is no colony of Great Britain which 
my right hon. friend can mention in 
which the taxation is levied in so inequit- 
able a manner, reaches such an amount 
per head, or is so corruptly expended. 
My right hon. friend, having dealt in 
this summary fashion with the financial 
condition of the Transvaal, proceeded 
with equal courage to defend the judicial 
system of the Transvaal. I admire my 
right hon. friend—that great constitu- 
tional authority. Apparently he con- 


|I now leave him for the moment and 
/come to the right hon. Gentleman who 
| preceded him in this debate. That right 
hon. Gentleman for the most part, as far 
| as I understood him, developed—he will 
forgive me if I say I do not think he im- 
| proved—the argument advanced by my 
| hon. and learned friend the Member for 
| Plymouth in regard to a single episode in 
'the recent diplomacy—the despatch of 
| August 28. But there was one individual 
| note in the right hon. Gentleman’s speech, 
| elicited from him by an interruption—an 
|interruption which personally I regret, 
‘from an hon. friend of mine who sits 
behind me—in reference to Majuba Hill. 
_I see no reason why we should dwell upon 
| Majuba Hill, a very small military action, 
in which, I think, less than half a regi- 
‘ment was engaged, and which, in my 
judgment, may be absolutely ignored, 
|both in the present controversy and in 
any future consideration connected with 
South Africa. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man could not resist the opportunity of 
‘emphasising his differences with others 
/ who belong, nominally, at all events, to 
| the same party, and he actually went the 
length of telling the House of Commons 
| that the dividing line between him and 
'Lord Rosebery was that he desired to 
| appeal to the country on what he called 
the traditional policy and example of 
| Majuba Hill. 





siders that there is a parallelism, amount- | 

ing almost to similarity, between the) Mr. JOHN MORLEY: No; my point 
system prevailing in England, under | was, the policy of retrocession after 
which the judges administer the law, and | Majuba. 

the system prevailing in the Transvaal, | 
under which the judges are required to | * 

square their decisions with the chance | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand, 
resolution of a single Chamber. My | and I think the House, and I am sure the 
right hon. friend, after all, is a student | country, will understand, that the tradi- 
in these matters. He has the faults of a| tion and example of Majuba mean that 


student. Let him have also the merits | you give good terms to your enemy when, 
of a student, and let him give us, when he | ; ‘ h er 

addresses us on questions like this, sound, | and only when, y a ee ee 
solid constitutional learning. I venture | defeat you. As the right hon. Gentleman 
to say that no more ludicrous proposition | says I am mistaken on that point, I do 
was ever advanced in this House as that | not propose further to develop it. I 
it is a sound judicial system for any | come, then, to the main contention of my 
country to have its judicature so inti-| right hon. friend and my _ hon. and 
mately dependent upon the executive of | learned friend on this side and the right 
the day that any resolution passed by the | hon. Gentleman on the other. My hon. 
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and learned friend’s speech has been made | desire, they have driven into hostilities 
to turn on a vast number of small | those two nations who are equally un- 


criticisms upon particular despatches from 
this country to Sir Alfred Milner and 
from him. My hon. and learned friend, 
whom I wish to pass no criticism upon 
to-night, who has been throughout his 
life an earnest and loyal supporter of the 
party, Iam told has a peculiarity which 
greatly increases his efficiency as a 
counsel, but, if he will allow me to say so, 
makes me rather suspect in some circum- 
stances his judgment as a politician. 


AN Hon. MEMBER: Oh! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is not, I con- 
ceive, an offensive observation, and it is 
not offensive to hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
My hon. and learned friend—whom I 
gladly recognise usually resists the 
temptations which beset the great 
profession of which he is an ornament— 
does, I am informed, always passionately 
believe in the case which, for the moment, 
he happens to have taken up, and nothing 
will convince him—not even the verdict of 
judge and jury—that he has been mistaken 
in the views he has entertained. I 
-annot help thinking that in this case he, 
too hastily, took up the wrong side, and 
without conscious partiality, certainly 
without conscious prejudice, he has never 
been able to free himself from the pre- 
judices which animate his first too hasty 
utterances on this difficult problem. 
After all, there are three hypotheses only 
before the House. We may concede that 
the Government in general and my right 
hon. friend in particular have been 
animated by the most infamous, unquali- 
fiably wicked desire to provoke a war 
where no cause of war existed, and to 
drive into hostility nations who desire to 
be on friendly terms with us. That is 
one hypothesis accepted, as I supposed it 
would be, by a certain number of hon. 
Members in that (pointing to the Opposi- 
tion benches below the gangway) part of 
the House. There is a second hypothesis 
—that the Government in general and 
my right hon. friend in particular, while 
not in the least desirous of war, have 
been so extremely stupid in the manner 
in which they have conducted these 


desirous of going to war with them. The 
hypothesis of criminality is accepted 
by a certain number of Irish gentlemen ; 
the hypothesis of idiotey is acccepted by 
the right hon. Member for West Mon- 
mouth and those, whoever they may be, 
who happen to agree with him. But I 
will venture to put before the House a 
third hypothesis—and specially before 
the three right hon. Gentlemen who pre- 
ceded me in debate—which I think 
bring out the facts far better than either 
of the two extravagant theories which I 
have indicated. If you conceive a body 
of men like the burghers of the Trans- 
vaal, fervently animated by the idea of 
liberty, but conceiving liberty as liberty 
for themselves and no liberty for anyone 
else, conceiving liberty as many of the aris- 
tocracies of the old world conceived it, as a 
body of free superiors having under their 
heel a large subject population, I do not 
wholly condemn the sentiments that con- 
dition of things generates. In the history 
of the past it has often produced a fine 
type of character. Conceive a Boer 
oligarchy of that character, conceive a 
Republic, not a democracy, framed on 
those lines, conceive all the elements of 
financial corruption introduced by the 
sudden discovery of vast goldfields, and 
the sudden irruption of an enormous 
population. It was the discovery of the 
goldfields that produced these special 
circumstances. It has produced them 
partly by the introduction of a great white 
population not of the same birth or blood, 
partly by the corruption which a sudden 
acquisition of unexpected wealth has 
brought upon a poor population wholly 
unaccustomed to such a state of things— 
I have stated the position, I hope, not 
offensively to the burghers, and with a 
truth that, I think, will not be denied by 
the right hon. Gentleman who has just 
spoken. That is the condition of things. 
You have what is so much appreciated 
by hon. Gentlemen opposite—you have 
ascendency, and you have, in addition, 
corruption. Now, suppose a proposition 
made to this oligarchy that they ought to 
adopt a political system whose inevitable 
result in the future must be both to 
destroy ascendency and destroy corrup- 
tion, is it unnatural, however deplorable, 
that they should fight, not for anything 
that can be described as their rights, but 


negotiations that, against their own | fora system from which they gain such 
Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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infinite profit ? I believe that the leaders 
of Dutch opinion were determined at all 
hazards to avoid any such solution as 
that. If you will look through these 
Papers and consider the history of the 
Transvaal from 1881 to the present time, 
you will see that the solution I offer of 
the problem and the reason I give for this 
unhappy war not this or that 
sentence in a despatch, not this or 
that delay of a week or a_ fortnight 
in sending an answer, but it is the 
deliberate intention of the Transvaal 
Government at all cost to avoid giving 
the franchise, to wriggle until wriggling 
became ineffectual, and when wriggling 
became ineffectual to appeal to the 
arbitrament of arms. That, I believe, 
what has occurred. Surveying to the 
best of my ability, without party plea or 
prejudice, the whole history of these 
transactions, I am convinced that the last 
thing they wanted was an agreement, pro- 
vided that agreement meant giving 
genuine representation to the Uitlanders. 
Any man with common-sense, with half 
an hour’s work, could have devised 

representative law that this Government 
and this country would have gladly and 
loyally accepted. The whole efforts of 
Dutch diplomacy were directed, not to | 
giving such a_ representation, but to 
putting forward such a simulacrum, such 
an imitation of a plan as would pro- 
duce debate and delay, but in no 
case give the rights to those who 
were determined to have those} 
rights granted. That I believe to 
be the cause of this unhappy war. In 
the two minutes and not more that yet 
remain to me, let me make an appeal to 
hon. Gentlemen whose minds—if there 
are still any such in the House—are not 
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into, not to allow themselves to be se- 
duced to vote against the Government in 
this matter on the ground of this or that 
sentence in this or that despatch. Nomi- 
nally, the Amendment is condemnatory of 
the way in which the Government have 
written their despatches and the period 
at which they sent them out; but the 
Division will be taken, not, perhaps, in 
this House, but in the country, in Europe, 
in Africa, as much more than that. The 
Amendment will be taken, not as a con- 
demnation of the diplomacy of the 
Government, but as an attack on the good 
faith of this country, and as showing that 
we deliberately intended and desired to 
provoke war. That will be the interpre- 
tation if the Amendment is assented to. 
Let those who believe in that view vote 
against the Government; they will be 
right in doing so; conscience and honour 
require it of them ; but if there be any 
hon. Gentleman who does not take that 
view, who thinks that the Government, 
though not infallible, has been honest in 
the desire not to provoke the present 
situation, but has been driven into it by 
broad tendencies over which no English 
Government could have control, then he is 
bound in conscience and honour to go 
into the lobby to support the Government 
of his country. 


the Queen’s Speech. 


It being Midnight, Mr. Speaker pro- 


Whereupon Mr. Balfour rose in his 


place, and claimed to move, “That the 
‘Juestion be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 356 ; Noes, 


made up as to which lobby they shall go 158. (Division List No. 4.) 
AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Aird, John 

Allhusen, Augustus Hy. E. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Arnold- Hag a Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashmead- Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, Jas. E. B. (Inverness) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. 


Barry, R t. Hn. A. 
Barry, Sir Franci 
Barton, Dunbar 


Beckett, Ernest 


oD? 


Bemrose, Sir He 





Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, “F rederic Gorell 


Beach, W.W. Bramston( Hants) 


Begg. Ferdinand Faithfull 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 
Bigwood, James 


sill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Bond, Edward 


G. W.(Leeds) 


H.S.-( Hunts) | Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
is T. ay indsor | Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Plunket Boulnois, Edmund 


Boustfield, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brovktield, A. Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. 

Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Joha George 


Third Day 


William 


nry Howe 
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Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R. F. tf Lancs. ) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys.) 
Cayzer, Sir ¢ ciate William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
"Chaloner, C aptain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hon.J.(Birm) 
Chamberlain,.J. Austen( Wore r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
sv Octavius Leigh 
Clarke, SirEdward(t Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. T. . E. 
Coghill, Douglas * 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke, ‘. W. Radcliffe( Heref’d) 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes Stanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. Edw.T.D. 
Courtney, Kt. Hon.Leonard H. 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Currie, Sir Donald 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chath’m 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. 1). Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Dixon- Hs urtland, Sir F. Dixon 


Donkin, Richard Sim 
Dorington, Sir J. Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoflrcy 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hn. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Evershed, Sydney 

Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 


Fergusson, Itt Hn Sir J(Maner 


Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Fredk. William 


FitzGerald, Sir Rbt. Penrose- 


Fitz Wygram, Gen. Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Gallow ay, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
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Gedge, Sydne 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (C.of Lond.) | 
Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans) | 
Gilliat, John Saunders | 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J. (St. Geo. 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Kt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, James 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hill, Rt. Hn. A. Staveley(Staffs) 
Hill, Sir Edw. Stock (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Holden, Sir Angus 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 
Howell, WN illiam Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutchinson, Capt. G. W.Grice- 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jackson,Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Ric ne? Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, A. Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
— Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J.H. 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, Willi: am 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
Lafore, Alfred 
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Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 


Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 


Lea, Sir Thomas( Londonderry 


Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 


Lees, ir E lliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 


Llewellyn, Evan H.(Somerset) 
Llew ely nSir Dillwyn(Swansea 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter (Liverp’] 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, H. L. B. (Cambs. ) 
M‘Calmont, Col.J.( Antrim, E.) 
M ‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W) 
Manners, Lord EdwardWm.J. 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn. SirHerbertE. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford V. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank, Sir P. C. John 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Fred. George 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants. 
Moon, ‘Edward Robert P acy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Moore, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. ) 
Morgan,HnFred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Geo. 

Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northeote, Hon. Sir H. 8. 


O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Capt. A 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Rich(LancsNewt’n 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt Hn HoraceCurzon 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestley,SirW Ov erend (Edin. 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
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Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson,SirThos.(Hartlep’] 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
ee Brooke 
Round, James 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell,Gen. F.S. (Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, H. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lt. A ‘ol. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Kt. Hn.Col, Ed. J. 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edw. T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H,( Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, JW. (Cheshire) 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Wm.(New.-under-Lyme 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, $.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Augustine 

slake, Edward 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, goon A Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G. B.(Caithness-sh. ) 
Colv ille, John 

Commins, Andrew 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 


Davies, M. Vaughan- tc ardigan | 


Davitt, Michael 
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| Simeon, Sir Barrington 


| Kinloek, 
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Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) | 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbysh.) 


Sinclair, Louis (Romford) | 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edw. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir M J. M‘ Tageart 
Stirling- "Maxw ell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. C. Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 


H. 


NOES. 


Dewar, Arthur 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C 
Dough: as, C ne M. (Lanark) 
Duekworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Owen Morgan 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Field, William (Dublin) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gibney, James 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Harcourt, Rt Hoa. Sir Wm. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Hedderwick, Thos. Charles H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez Ed. 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 


Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land) 





Sir John Geo. Smyth | 
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Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E.( Kent) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 


| Webster, Sir Richard E. 
| Welby, Lieut.-Col. 


A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. J. Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und.-L. 
Whitmore, Chas. Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Joseph P.- (Birm.) 
W illoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, J. W. (Wor’shire, N.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Ht. Hn. E. R( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Qain, MajorW.H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, ‘Commander (Berks, E. ) 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Logan, John William 
Lough, Thomas 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M.A. (Qn’s C) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Ewan, William 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Hugh, Patrick E. (Leitrim) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 
Maddison, Fred. 
Maiden, John Henry 
Mend, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John( Montrose 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, ites (Donegal) 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. Pp. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 
+ ecb William 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. ) 
Pickard, adeaie 
Pickersvill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,SirG. A.(LanesSW 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorkshire) 
Randell, David 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie 
Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.) 


Third Day. 
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tickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich( Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robins 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 


Question put accordingly, 
words be there added. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, W. (Newe. under Lyme) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Suchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G. B. (Caithness-sh.) 
Commins, Andrew 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. Leonard H. 
Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 
Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davitt, Michael 

Dewar, Arthur 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 

Edwards, Owen Morgan 
Ellis, John Edward 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William (Dublin) 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, John 

Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 


{COMMONS} 


Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tuite, James 

Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,JohnCarvell( Notts. ) 


| Wills, Sir William Henry 


“That those | 
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| Wilson, Frederick W. (Norfolk) 


Wilson, Henry J.(York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodhouse,Sir J.T. (Hud’sf'd) 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Bryn Roberts and Mr. 
David Thomas. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 135; Noes, 


| 362. (Division List No. 5.) 


AYES. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gibney, James 

Gilhooly, James 

Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


Kinloch, Sir John Gee. Smyth | 


Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Cum’land) 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M. A.(Qu’'s C 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. J. (Montrose 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 


NOES. 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Foster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 


| Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 


O'Connor, Jas.( Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northum.) 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Briggs ( Yorks) 
Randell, David 

edmond, William (Clare) 
eid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Richardson, J. (Durham, 8. E.) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. ) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr 
Tuite, James 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,JohnCarvell( Notts.) 
Wilson, Frederick W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, Jolin (Govan) 
Woodhouse, Sir J. T. (H’fl’d.) 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 

M.. Philip Stanhope and 
Mr. Samuel Evans. 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, J. E. B. (Inverness) 
Baird, John George Alex. 
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Baldwin, Alired 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G.W.(Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederick Gorell 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts 
Barry, SirFrancis T.(Windsor) | 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, W W Bramston( Hants. ) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Bond, Edward 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Sousfield, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt,H.F. (Middlesex. ) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brookfield, A. Montagu 

srown, Alexander H. 
Brymer, William Ernest 

3ullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshre 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane,-Hon. Thos.H.A. E, 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke,C. W.Radclitfe( Heref’d) 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. | 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. Ed. T. D. 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd(Bolton) | 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Currie, Sir Donald 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies, Sir Hor. D. (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph | 


| 


Address in Answer to 


| Doughty, George 


| Finch, George H. 


| Hardy, Lawrence 
| Hare, Thomas Leigh 


| Henderson, Alexander 
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Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon ; 
Donkin, Richard Sim | 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. | 


' Doxford, William Theodore 


Drage, Geoffrey 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas | 


| Evershed, Sydney 
| Fardell, Sir T. George 
| Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 


Ferguson, R. C. Monro (Leith) 


| Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 


Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Rob. Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 


| Flower, Ernest 

| Folkestone, Viscount 
| Forster, Henr 
| Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 


William 


Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H. (C. of Lon.) 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus I’. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, RtHnGJ(StGeorge’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 


| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
| Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 


Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. R, (Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 


| Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 


| Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 


Hanson, Sir Reginald 


Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, James 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 


Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Rt. Hn. A. 8. (Staffs.) 
Hill, Sir E. Stock (Bristol) 


Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) | 
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Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holden, Sir Angus 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
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| Hughes, Colonel Edwin 


Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 


| Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wim. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 


Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnson-Ferguson, JabezEdw. 


, Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kemp, George 

Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William E. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn SirDillwyn (Swan.) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, RtHn Walter(Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Franeis William 
Lowles, John 

Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Mamtheys W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 


| MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
| Maclure, Sir John William 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, H. L. B. (Cambs. 
M ‘Calmont, Col. J.(Antrim,E.) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh W 
Manners, Lord Edward Wm.J. 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 


| Martin, Richard Biddulph 


Massey-Mainwaring, Hn W.F, 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E, 


| Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
| Melville, Beresford Valentine 


Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


| Milner, Sir Frederick George 


Milton, Viscount 


Third Day. 
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Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu,Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert sing, A 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hon. F’.(Monm’thsh. ) 
Morrell, Geo. Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Tien. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, Wm. Henry 

Newark, Viscount 
Newdigate. FrancisAlexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. §. 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
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Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. ae 
Ridley, Rt. Hon.SirMatthew W 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) | 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Ed. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 








Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, H. P. (Darlington) 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington. R.(Lanes, Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hn. H. Curzon 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest o— 
in. 


Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) | 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) | 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh. | 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) | 
| Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) | 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
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the House. 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward, Hon. Robert A. (Crewe) 
Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E.( Kent) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-under-L, 


| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
| Williams, Joseph Powell-(Birm 
| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir William Henry 


| Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander (Berks,E.) 


Priestley. Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Mr. Balfour claimed, “That the Main 
Question be now put.” 


Main Question put accordingly, and 
agreed to. 


Resolved, That an humble Address be 
presented to Her Majesty as followeth :— 


* Most Gracious Sovereign. 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.” 


To be presented by Privy Councillors 
and Members of Her Majesty’s House- 
hold. 


Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. McT. 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 


NOoOES— 
and 


| 
| Younger, William 
| 
| TELLERS FOR THE 
| Sir William Walrond 
| Mr. Anstruther. 
SUPPLY. 
Resolved, That this House will, To- 
morrow, resolve itself into a Committee to 
consider of the Supply to be granted to 
Her Majesty. 
Ordered, That the Estimate presented 
to this House on the 17th instant be 
referred to the Committee of Supply.— 


(Mr. Hanbury.) 


WAYS AND MEANS. 
Resolved, That this House will, To- 
morrow, resolve itself into a Committee 
to consider of the Ways and Means for 
raising the Supply to be granted to Her 
Majesty.—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of the 18th day of this instant October, 
Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without 
Question put. 

Adjourned accordingly at twenty- 


five minutes before One of 
the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 20th October 1899. 

PETITIONS. 
NATIONAL OLD AGE 


Petition from Edgefield, 
lie upon the Table. 


PENSIONS. 


in favour ; to 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY. 
Petitions against, from Norwood, 
and Paddington ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 


FINE OR IMPRISONMENT (SCOTLAND 
AND IRELAND) ACT, 1899 (RULES). 
Paper [presented 19th October] to be 

printed. [No. 6.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING 
1882 To 1890. 
Paper [presented 19th October] to be 
printed. [No. 7.] 


CONTEMPT OF COURT (IRELAND) 
(PERSONS COMMITTED). 

Return ordered, “ Setting forth the 
names and addresses of all persons who 
within the five years ended the Ist day 
of October, 1899, have been committed 
to unlimited terms of imprisonment for 
contempt of court in Ireland, the names 
of the judges who issued the orders of 
attachment, the charges against the per- 
sons attached, and the duration of im- 
prisonment in each case in which the 
order for attachment was executed.”— 


(Mr. P. A. M*‘Hugh.) 


ACTS, 


QUESTIONS. 


NAVAL UNIFORMS. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
[ beg to ask the First Lord of the Ad- | 
miralty whether his attention has been | 
given to the large amount of time ex- | 
pended in the Navy over trifling details | 
of uniform, and to the punishments in- 
flicted on the men for failure in exact | 
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| uniformity in their dress ; 


| used. 





Questions, 374 
whether, at 
inspections of the men by admirals and 
captains, the officers find it necessary to 
have with them a tape measure in order 


to measure the tops of caps, the height of 


tapes, the position of badges, and other 
details, to within the eighth of an inch ; 


whether clothes supplied to the men by 
Admiralty depots, out of those made for 
and supplied to the Admiralty by contrac- 
tors, arerepeatedly foundon the inspection 
of the men clothed therein not to be uni- 
form with the regulation pattern ; if so, 
why were these clothes not rejected by 
the officials appointed to inspect them on 
their delivery by the contractors ; whether 
there is one sealed pattern of the men’s 
clothes, or more than one; whether, if 
more than one, these patterns are uniform 
with each other, or whether they vary ; 
whether there are at Portsmouth three 
sealed patterns of the same clothes, each 
varying from the other two; whether a 
first-class petty officer, who is moved from 
a ship, where one pattern is followed, to 
Whale Island, and is then moved back 
again to another ship, has to alter the 
position on his arm of his petty officer’s 
badge, on each change, so as to satisfy 


his new officers ; whether the Admiralty 
orders frequent changes in the men’s 


uniform of a trifling character, each en- 
tailing alterations; and how many in 


number such alterations have been dur- 
ing the vear ending 30th September last ; 
and whether he will consider the pro- 
priety of abstaining from making changes 
at short intervals by order of the Admi- 
ralty, of taking steps to secure that 
clothes issued to the men from Admiralty 
depots are sufficiently uniform to pass 
inspection by admirals and captains, of 
seeing that all sealed patterns of the same 
clothing exactly agtee with each other, 

and of adopting such measures as may 
diminish the annoyance, punishment, and 
expenditure of time now arising from 
differing standards, and from very precise 
insistence on exactitude in small details. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. GOSCHEN, St. George's, 
Hanover Square): (1) No. (2) The regu- 
lations are precise, and if it is desired to 
ascertain whether they are strictly com- 
plied with a measure of some kind must be 
(3) When deliveries are made not 
strictly in accord with the Ngo regu- 
| lations they are rejected. (4) There are 


about forty sets of sealed patterns of 
O 
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seamen’s clothing. They were all examined 
by one board of officers, and there is no 
reason to suppose that they are not 
identical. (5) There are three sets of 
sealed patterns at Portsmouth as stated, 
but there is no reason to suppose that 
they are not identical. (6) The uniform 
regulations, which define the position of 
badges, apply to men wherever serving. 
(7) No. There have been only. five 
alterations in the regulations for the 
period mentioned. They were of a 
trifling character, capable of being done 
by the men themselves. (8) In all cases 
where alterations are made, the imme- 
diate adoption of which would necessitate 
any expense to the men, directions are 
given for them to be allowed to come 
into force gradually. 


TRANSVAAL WAR—PUBLIC SUPPLY 
OF OFFICIAL NEWS. . 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War if, having regard 
to the numberless reports from the seat 
of war which are hawked about the streets 
and turn out ina few hours to have no 
foundation whatever, Lord Lansdowne 
would consider the desirability of estab- 
lishing an official inquiry office on the 
ground floor of the War Office, or other 
convenient place, in the charge of a com- 
petent official, whose duty it would be to 
issue daily to the Press all official infor- 
mation which can properly be made 
public, and answer the personal oi 
written inquiries by the relatives of the 
officers and soldiers engaged in the 
campaign. 

*THeE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpDHAM, 
Dover): Arrangements have been made 
under which important information is 
immediately notified to the Press. When 
nothing of striking importance has oc- 
curred a short statement of the military 
situation is posted daily during office 
hours in the west entrance, after office 
hours in the Central hall of the War 
Office. Inquiries as to officers or soldiers 
engaged in the campaign may be made 
personally, as to officers at Pall Mall, as 
to non-commissioned officers and soldiers 
at Winchester House. Such questions 
are answered immediately. 


PROGRESS OF THE WAR. 
Mr. J. P. SMITH (Lanark, Partick) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 


{COMMONS} 


for War whether he will have maps of the 
seat of war in Africa put into the Tea 
Room. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: A set of maps of 
the seat of military operations has been 
placed in the Tea Room. 


Sm J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): May I ask whether my right hon. 
friend can give the House the latest in- 
formation about the engagement in 
Natal ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I begin with the 
information we have received to-day. 
There is a despatch dated Ladysmith, 
6.35 this morning, as follows 

“Following from General Symons, Glencoe 
Camp, dated 5.30 a.m. to-day—‘Bigui’s Boers 
shelling camp with big guns. Troops moving 
out.’ ” 


Again— 

“ Ladysmith (Natal), 8.35 a.m., October 20. 
Following from General Symons, Glencoe 
camp, dated 7.40a.m. to-day—‘ Boers attacked 
camp this morning at5o’clock. Fighting still 
going on. Reported strength about 9,000. °” 


Another telegram is as follows— 
“Ladysmith, 10.35. From Glencoe :— 

‘Enemy’s artillery silenced. Dubtin Fusiliers 

and King’s Royal Rifles are going over the 


hill.’ ” 


At 10.45 there was telegraphed- 

“King’s Royal Rifles and Dublin Fusiliers 
are attacking the hill on which the Boers had 
their artillery. They are within 300 yards of 
the position and are advancing under cover of 
our artillery at about 2,000 yards range. The 
scouts report 9,000 Boers are advancing from 
Hattingspruit. The 13th Battery and the 
Leicester Regiment have gone to meet them.” 


The next telegram will cause universal 
regret. It is— 

“11.20—General Symons has been wounded 
at 10 a.m. 


I have no further despatches, but I have 
made arrangements by which, with the leave 
of the House, I may communicate to the 
House any further intelligence which 
may reach the War Office in the course 
of the afternoon. 


DONCASTER ALLOTMENTS. 

Sm WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
| Ilkeston): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board, if an in- 
quiry has been held at Doncaster on an 
application from the corporation of that 
place to sell certain land now occupied as 
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gardens and allotments by working men ; 
and whether he will, in making any order 
for the sale, protect the interests of the 
tenants as regards expenditure on the 
land, and direct the corporation to pro- 
vide, if possible, land for allotments in 
place of that proposed to be sold. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RusseE.L, Tyrone, 8.) : The answer to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. The 
report of the inspector on the Inquiry has 


(Juestions. 





just been received, aud in dealing with it | 


I will give consideration to the points re- 
ferred to by the hon. Member. I under- 
stand, however, that the corporation have 
already before them the question of pro- 
viding allotments in substitution for those 
proposed to be sold, and I have every 
reason to suppose that they will deal 
generously with the existing tenants. 


ROYAL CANAL, IRELAND. | 


Mr. TUITE (Westmeath, N.) : I beg | 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether, notwithstanding the re-.| 
ports of General Hutchinson and Major | 
Marindin as to the condition of the tow- | 
ing paths of the Royal Canal, Ireland, the | 
Midland Railway Company, who are the | 
owners of the canal, have not taken any 
steps to put them in proper repair ; is he | 
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in June, and again in September last, it 
was found that the towing-paths were 
generally in good order, that the canal 
was comparatively free from weeds, and 
that the depth of water also was gene- 
rally good (varying from 53ft. to 64ft. in 
the centre, and from 5ft. to 44ft. at the 
sides). Dredging was, however, required 
in certain parts of the canal. Since 
General Hutchinson’s report in 1894 the 
company have renewed thirty-two pairs 
of lock gates and dredged thirteen miles 
of the seventeenth level of the canal. 
They have undertaken that all the 
requirements of the Board will receive 
attention ; and there is no likelihood that 
it will be necessary to use the statutory 
powers possessed by the Board. At the 
same time, the progress of the operations 
will be carefully watched by the Commis- 
sioners, to whom a quarterly report is 





| made by the company. 


STORNOWAY MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster-General, 
if he will state when the contract with the 
Highland Railway Company, for the con- 
veyance of Her Majesty’s mails to and 
from Kyle of Lochalsh, will expire ; and, 
in view of the serious delay which has for 


some time past occurred in the transit 


aware that the waterway has again lapsed | of the Stornoway mail, will he consider 
into a very bad condition, being in many | the expediency of conveying the mails to 





places choked with weeds, and the levels 
not maintained, thereby causing great 
loss to the bye-traders by delay of boats, 
the journey of a boat, carrying an ordi- 
nary load and fully horsed, taking fifty- 
six hours to travel from Dublin to 


Mullingar, a distance of fifty-two English | 


miles, and from Dublin to Kileock, a 
distance of fifteen miles, twenty-three 
hours ; and whether, owing to the per- 


sistent neglect of the railway company to | 


keep this canal in a proper navigable 
condition, he will call on the Irish Board 
of Works to carry out the necessary 
repairs and appropriate from the fund 
held by them as security for the proper 
maintenance of the canal by the railway 
company a sum sufficient to cover the 
cost of same. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 


THE TREASURY (Mr. _ HAnsury, 
Preston) (for Mr. Ritrcute): No, Sir. 


When the canal was inspected by the 
Assistant Engineer of the Board of Works 











| the west coast by way of Mallaig as soon 
| as the Mallaig extension is completed. 


| Mr. HANBURY: The contract. with 
ithe Highland Railway Company is ter- 
minable by six months’ notice on either 
side. The Postmaster-General has been 
sorry to observe that there has been con- 
| siderable delay in the transit of the Stor- 
noway mail during the past summer, due 
to loss of time on the railway and on the 
sea voyage. The punctuality of the 
| railway service has been interfered with 
| by the extensive season traffic which the 
railway companies had to deal with, and 
on many occasions there have been 
adverse conditions at sea. When the 
railway to Mallaig is open the Postmaster- 
General will consider what advantage to 
the mail service generally could be 
obtained by using it. 


| 


DOG MUZZLING IN IRELAND. 
Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


O 


9» 


- 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether, seeing | the language used by the learned judge 


that the order commanding the muzzling | on that occasion. 
dogs has been rev oked in several tecaea 
oe | Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have com- 


counties in Ireland, he can say when the | ; 
learned judge on the 


Muzzling of Dogs Order will be remov ed | /municated with the . 
| subject of this question, and will ask the 


; y 
— County Monaghan. /hon. Member to repeat it on Monday 
Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | next. 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, | 
Central) : The question of exempting the IRISH PAUPER REMOVALS. 
County of Monaghan from the operation! Mr. W. J. CORBET (Wicklow, E.): I 
of the Muzzling Order will be considered | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
by the Privy Council at their meeting to | Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, as President 
be held to-day. | of the Local Government Board, if a case 
|has come under his notice in which an 
DISABLED IRISH SAILORS. apne eal ane R ps — aged 
- 2 years, who resided for thirty-six years 
: Mr. DALY: T beg to ask the Chief | in England, was recently transferred from 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | opogeld Union to Rathdown Union, a 
Ireland whether he is aware that an Order course against which the Guardians of 
has been issued recently by the Local Rathdown strongly protest, the Irish 
Government Board commanding boards | poo» Law Boards having no power to act 
of guardians in Ireland to admit into | 513), arly with paupers in their unions 
Trish workhouses sailors invalided during | who are natives of England ; and whether 
their service in the Navy ; and whether |), will take steps to assimilate the law in 
he can state what steps he intends to | Ireland to that which exists in England. 
take to relieve the ratepayers of Ireland | ” 
of the cost of keeping sailors disabled in’ Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I replied to 
the service of England. a question on this subject yesterday. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Order of | Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.}: I beg to 
the Local Government Board merely | ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
reminds boards of guardians that the tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
master of a workhouse is required by the that a great injustice is being done to 
Naval Enlistment Act of 1884 to at once Ireland by the deportation of paupers 
receive into the workhouse persons who from England at a heavy expense to the 
are invalided fcr insanity from the Royal | Irish ratepayers; whether he is also 
Navy, and who are transferred to the | aware that the Secretary to the Local 
workhouse under the powers conferred Government Board (England) has con- 
by Statute. The Statute applies to all sented to a conference between the 
parts of the United Kingdom. English and Irish Local Government 
| Boards dealing with the question of de- 
MULLINGAR COURTHOUSE. portation of paupers; and, whether he 

| can state about what date such conference 

Mr. TUITE: I beg to ask the Chief | will take place. 

Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | 4 : 

Ireland whether his attention has been| Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: As stated by 

drawn to the language used by County | Me yesterday, I propose to arrange for a 

Judge Curran, when addressing the | conference on this subject at an early date 
h | between the two Departments mentioned. 


Grand Jury at Quarter Sessions, held in | 
Mullingar on 16th October, when the Mr. FLAVIN : [hope it will take place 
onan early date. 


judge, referring to a resolution recently 
passed by the County Council refusing to 
heat the courthouse on account of the 
action of the sheriff in preventing the LUNACY REPORT. 

erection of the national flag on the court} Mr. W. J. CORBET: I beg to ask the 
house, said that if he had the proposer | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
and seconder of that resolution before | Ireland why the usual Annual Report of 
him he would send them to gaol for con-| the Inspectors of Lunatics has not yet 
tempt of court: and, whether he will call | been issued ; and when it may be ex- 
the attention of the Lord Chancellor to | pected to be in the hands of the public. 
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Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Report in 


question was sent to the printers for final 
print off towards the end of August ; 
they have promised to have it ready for 
issue to the public in the course of a few 
days. 


IRISH PEASANT PROPRIETARY, 

CaptaIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that a large number of repre- 
sentative public boards in Ireland have 
recently adopted resolutions urging the 
necessity of facilitating peasant pro- 
prietary by a system of compulsory sale ; 


and whether he will consider the desir- | 


ability of giving effect to this general 
expression of Irish public opinion. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Representa- 


tions on this subject have been received | 
from a number of public bodies. I am | 


not prepared to propose legislation to 
give effect to these resolutions. 

Captain DONELAN: Is the right | 
hon. Gentleman aware that the system of | 


compulsory sale has the support of ey 
of the Ulster Unionist Members ? 


(No answer was given.) 


EVICTIONS IN COUNTY LEITRIM— 
CASE OF MRS. O’DONNEL. 
Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH (Leitrim, N.): [| 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is | 


a fact that a receiver, named Hewson, on | 
the Montgomery estate, County Leitrim, | 
recently instructed a_ bailiff, named 
Hetherington, to inform Mrs. O'Donnel, | 
the wife of an evicted tenant now under. 
going an unlimited term of imprisonment 
for alleged contempt of court, that if she 
does not leave the evicted farm the Land 
Judge will imprison her; and is a re- 
ceiver authorised in such a case to use 
as a threat the anticipated action of a 
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of Ireland whether he was aware that a 
meeting called by the United Irish 
League at Dromahair, County Leitrim, 
was proclaimed ; will he give the name 
of the person on whose information the 
meeting was proclaimed, and the nature 
of his information; how many officers 
and men of the Royal Irish Constabulary 


I| were engaged in the attempt to prevent 


the meeting ; what was the cost of the 
police arrangements ; and would any por- 
tion of it be levied on the county of 
Leitrim. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The reply to 
the first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
| The proclamation was based upon an in- 
formation sworn by the Head Constable 
| of Constabulary stationed at Dromahair, 
| which was to the effect that having regard 
| to the number and result of similar meet- 
ings previously held, to the state of the 
district and to the other matters therein 
mentioned, he had reasonable grounds for 
believing, and did believe, that the meet- 
ing would, if held, cause a breach of the 
peace and tranquillity of the neighbour- 
hood, and would lead to boycotting and 
| intimidation. A force of 150 men, under 
| | the command of the county inspector and 
three district inspectors, was engaged in 
preventing the meeting. The cost of the 
| police arrangements in connection with 
| the enforcement of the proclamation is 
estimated to amount to £107, about £10 
| of which will be levied off the county. 








IRISH INTERMEDIATE EDUCATI( a 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
| beg to ask the Chief Secretary to Ms 
| Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
| attention has been directed to the para- 
graph in the Report of the recent Com- 
mission on Intermediate Education in 
Ireland in which the Board of Interme- 
diate Education is hampered by the pro- 
visions of the Intermediate Education 
(Ireland) Act under which the Board is 
constituted ; and can he state when a Bill 





judge. 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It has been | 


found necessary to communicate in this | 
matter with the receiver, Mr. Hewson, 
and pending his reply I must ask the 
hon. Member to postpone the question. | 


PROCLAIMED IRISH MEETING. 
Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord ~ Lieutenant 


| 
| 





is likely to be introduced by the Govern- 
ment for the removal of the restrictions 
referred to in this Report. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Report 
of the Commissioners is now under con- 
sideration by the Irish Government. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
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the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been directed to the 
reported complaints made by rural district 
boards in Ireland to the action of the 
Trish Local Government Board in increas- 
ing the expenses of the working of the 
Trish Local Government Act. Will he 


explain why, although on the passing of | 


the Local Government Act the Local 
Government Board made rules for the 
administration by boards of guardians of 
the dispensary districts, and provided 
that medical officers should be allowed 
an annual vacation not exceeding four 
weeks, they now insist that boards of 
guardians must give to medical officers an 
annual vacation of four weeks at least, 
and whether the Right Hon. The 
MacDermot, @.C., has advised that the 
action of the Local Government Board in 
this insistance is illegal, and that the 
length of vacation is within the dis- 
eretion of the board of guardians. 
Whether, in the case of the medical officer 
at Pettigo, towhom the board of guardians 
had consented to give two weeks’ vaca- 
tion, the vacation was extended to four 
weeks by the Local Government Board, 
and the medical officer was encouraged by 
the Local Government Board to take four 
weeks’ vacation in defiance of the resolu- 
tion of the board of guardians limiting 
his vacation on grounds of economising 
public money to two weeks ; and what 
steps, if any, does he propose to take for 
the purpose of checking the action of the 
Local Government Board in increasing 
the burthen of public expenditure. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: So far as I 
am aware no complaints of the general 
character indicated in the first paragraph 
have been made. Owing to the abolition 
of dispensary committees under Section 30 
of the Local Government Act, it was 
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Government Board felt that, as dispen- 
sary medical officers are called upon to 
discharge their duties on Sundays as well 
as on week days, and at all hours of the 
night as well as of the day, it was 
essential, in the interest of the sick poor, 
that these officers should have secured 
to them a definite period annually for 
|rest and recuperation. The propriety of 
| the rule has been generally recognised by 
| the public, and is, I believe, objected to 
by only a very small minority of the 
boards of guardians. The rule in ques- 
| tion was made under legal advice, and 
the wording of it is taken from the Civil 
Service Regulations. The Board have 
not seen any opinion of The MacDermot 
on the subject. The medical officer of 
| Pettigo applied for four weeks’ vacation, 
and his application was approved by the 
| Local Government Board. The guardians 
reduced the leave to two weeks, but 
this order was contrary to the regulation 
and invalid. 








| BRITISH CONSULS IN FINLAND. 

| Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs in whose charge at the present 
|time are British interests in the chief 
towns of Finland. 


THE FIRST LORD ortTHETREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, E.) (for 
| Mr. Broprick): Pending the appointment 
| of successors to fill the vacancies caused 
by the resignation of certain of the Vice- 
'Consuls in Finland, British interests at 
| those posts are in charge of Her Majesty’s 
' Consul General at St. Petersburg. 


DELAGOA BAY. 
| $m ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 





necessary that the rules for the manage- | (Sheffield, Ecclesall) : I beg to ask the First 
ment of dispensaries should he revised. | Lord of the Treasury whether he is in a 
The Local Government Board took the | position to give the House any informa- 
opportunity, when revising the rules, to! tion as to the reported purchase of 
introduce several new regulations which | Delagoa Bay by Great Britain. 

had for some time been considered de sir- | Me A. J. BALFOUR Gor Mr 


able, amongst others one intended to pre- - a 
scribe a period of four weeks as the amount | Broprick): No arrangement has been 
of vacation to which the medical officer in | ™#de with the Portuguese Government in 
each dispensary district should be entitled. | regard to the purchase of Delagoa Bay. 
The Board believe that the words used 

carry out this intention, but if they are | SAMOA. 

obscure or insufficient, the rule can be) Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I beg 
amended. The necessity for such a rule | to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
had long been urged, and the Local | whether Her Majesty’s Government has 
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Militia, 


‘decided on any specific course of action 
in reference to the recommendations of 
the Joint Commission with respect to the 
future administration of Samoa. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (for Mr. Brop- | 
RICK): I am afraid I gave the hon. Mem- | 
ber to understand yesterday that I should | 
be in a position to give him better infor- | 
mation to-day, but I find that no decision | 
has yet been arrived at. The matter is | 
under consideration of the three Govern- 
ments. 


| 


| 
HYDROGRAPHICAL | 
FERENCE. 
Mr WEIR: I beg to ask the Under | 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs | 
if he can give the House any information | 
in regard to the deliberations of the 
Hydrographical Conference, which assem- | 
bled last summer for the purpose of con- 
sidering amongst other matters questions | 
affecting the fishing industry. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (for Mr. Brop- 
RICK): Papers on this subject will be 
laid. They are not at present ready. 


THE CON- 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 


Thanet): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury what will be the business 
for Monday. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It depends 
whether we are fortunate enough to get 
through the Estimates to-night. I hope 
there will be no difficulty. If so, on 
Monday my right hon. friend the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer will bring his 
financial proposals before the House. 





MILITIA. 
HER MAJESTY’S MESSAGE considered. 


Message again read, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I beg to move 
“That an humble address be presented 
to Her Majesty thanking Her Majesty 
for her most gracious Message communi- 
cating to this House Her Majesty’s inten- 
tion to embody the Militia and to call 
out the Militia Reserve forces or such | 
part thereof as Her Majesty may think 
necessary to be forthwith called out for | 
permanent service.” This proposal, as the 


| 
| 


House knows, is in accordance with pre- | 
cedent, and I hope that the House willagree 


| 
| 
‘ 
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to the resolution without discussion or 
debate, not that I think that the question 
is not a very important one which ought 
to be discussed and debated, but because 
I think the more convenient time for dis- 
cussing it will be when the Under 


| Secretary for War brings forward his 


proposals with regard to the Army 
Estimates. The calling out of the Militia 
is not an isolated and separate proceeding 


| which can be considered or judged by 


itself. It is part of a general scheme of 
mobilisation intimately connected with the 
calling out of the Reserves and the des- 
patch of an army corps; and it is only 
in connection with that general policy 
that any proper judgment upon it can be 
passed by the House. I would, therefore, 
venture to suggest that, as my hon. friend 


‘the Under Secretary is going to make a 


general statement on the policy pursued 
in connection with mobilisation, and as on 
that, and the Estimates which will be pro- 


‘duced, questions can be asked and argu- 


ments brought forward and replied to on 
a subject which legitimately can be raised 
on this Address, the House should 
allow the Address to pass without discus- 
sion, and reserve discussion—the impor- 
tance of which I am far from minimising, 
and which I in no way desire to restrict 
—to a more convenient opportunity on 
the next Order on the Paper. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


'“ That an humble Address be presented 


to Her Majesty, thanking Her Majesty 
for Her Most Gracious Message com- 


/municating to this House Her Majesty’s 


intention to cause the Militia to be em- 
bodied, and the Militia Reserve Force or 
such part thereof as Her Majesty should 
think necessary to be called out forthwith 
for permanent service."—(Mr. 4. J. 
Balfour.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


| (Stirling Burghs): Before we agree to 


what the right hon. Gentleman suggests, 


and which, prima fucie, appears reasonable, 


I think there is one point I would like 
information upon—namely, whether the 
two subjects so precisely overlap each 


‘other as the right hon. Gentleman 
assumes. I will mention one fact which 


will at once show what I want to bring 
out. There is, in the Estimates, pro- 
vision for the addition to the Army 
forces to be maintained of 35,000 men. 
That is made up, I assume, of 10,000 
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transferred from the Indian Establish- 
ment and 25,000 men of the Army | 
Reserve called out. 


which illustrates what I want to submit 


to the House. If we have to postpone | 
until the moving of this Supplementary | 


Army Estimate the consideration of this 
Address relative to the Militia, we must 
be sure that what is included in the 


Address relative to the Militia is included | 


also in the Army Estimate. The ques- 
tion of the embodiment of the Militia is 
one thing ; the question of calling out the 
Militia Reserve is another. In other 
words, will the Under Secretary tell us 


whether these 35,000 men include the | 


Militia, or are they entirely composed of 
men transferred from the Indian Esta- 
blishment and Army Reserve men ? 

THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): 
This question illustrates how closely the 


two matters are interlocked, for in order | 


to answer it I should have to anticipate 
what I was going to say on the Vote. So 
perhaps I may reserve it. Let me, how- 
ever, say plainly that the only immediate 
and probable step which might be taken 


in pursuance of this gracious Message is | 


the embodiment of the Militia, and not 
the calling out of the Militia Reserve. 
Personally I cannot contemplate the possi- 
bility that we shall call out the Militia 


Reserve, but, Parliament having been | 


called together for a particular and un- 
usual purpose, and it being within the 
competence of no man to tell what will 
be the issue of the war, we felt that it was 
right to obtain all the power which may, 
though we hope it may not, be called 
forth by the prosecution of our operations 
in South Africa. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I rise for 
the purpose of moving an Amendment. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I wish to ask a 
question. 


if I now give way, Mr. Speaker ? 
the hon. Member in due course. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: 


know whether, in the event of its being 


necessary to exercise the powers to which | 


the Leader of the Opposition has alluded 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 


But what of the | 
Militia Reserve? That is the point | 


I wish to | 
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| before Parliament meets again, 35,000, 
which is the maximum foree now added, 
will be exceeded. 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: I wish to be 
candid, because, as we are asking a 
favour from the Opposition, I should be 
| sorry that they should be under miscon- 
ception. The 35,000 men is the outside 
limit of the whole number of men who in 
any capacity may be called to the colours 
in addition to the establishment of the 
home army. 


Mr. DILLON : I have an Amendment 
to move in the following terms 


“ But we humbly represent to your Majesty 
that, inasmuch as there are only 40,000 adult 
males in the South African Republies, and 
these are not trained soldiers, we are of 
| opinion that the embodiment of the Militia 
Reserve is unnecessary, and that the forces 
already at the disposal of your Majesty are 
amply sufficient for the purpose.” 


It appears to me that the attitude of the 
Government in this matter is the most 
|unparalleled and unjustifiable that has 
ever been assumed by any executive 
Government of any country in the world. 
Let us recall to our minds for a moment 
what is the character of the war which 
has been so unhappily and so unneces 
sarily launched. We are sending the 
trained forces of this Empire against two 
small countries, with whose population 
I will deal presently. But first [ desire 
to deal with the point that the Boers have 
no trained army—that these men who 
by the cruel and infamous blundering of 
the Colonial Office—or by some more 
malign influence which I could not 
characterise properly, perhaps, with- 
out being called to order —have 
now been forced into a dreadful war 
and a hopeless struggle against the 
resources—the overwhelming forces of 
this great military Empire. 
are trained soldiers. The Boers are not,. 


but have had to go from their farms and 
| their families, which probably they may 
Mr. DILLON: Shall I lose my chanee | never live to see again. And yet, in spite: 


of the fact that these two small races are 


/not possessed of trained soldiers, the 
Mr. SPEAKER: No, I will call on} 


/men, nearly twice the strength of the 


Government is sending out 78,000 trained 


force which was despatched to besiege: 
Sebastopol, and five times the purely 
British force which Wellington had with: 
him at Waterloo. Was there ever in the: 
| history of civilised mankind so humiliating 


Our troops. 
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or so disquieting a spectacle? Yet, in 
spite of all that, the Government is afraid 
that the British soldier is no match for 
the Boer farmer. It is not enough to send 
out a British soldier to fight every single 
Boer, but more must be sent to fight the 
Boer women. According to Government 
returns, the population of the Transvaal 
was 345,000. That included the Uit- 
landers. There were 137,947 males and 
107,000 females. It has been said over 
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starve and sorrow in the Transvaal, be- 
cause it is desired toavenge Majuba Hill, 
and hon. Members yesterday could not 
conceal their desire to have a holocaust 
of victims for that small skirmish. 
But I believe I am expressing the views 
of even Members who sit opposite when 
I say that in its present proceedings the 
Government is affording to the world a 


| spectacle of brute force which is most 


and over again that the Uitlanders con- | 


stitute the great majority of the adult 
males of the Transvaal, so that if the 
Uitlanders are put at 87,000, that will 
leave only 50,000 Boers. Then that 
includes children and old men, who have 
been called upon, rightly or wrongly, to 
engage in a war for their liberty and their 
country—a war forced upon them by a 
crowd of adventurers who came into their 
country to seek for gold, and who now 
want to rob them of their country. I 
believe that in the commandeering which 
has gone on boys of fourteen and fifteen 
and men of eighty have been called upon 
to carry rifles. From the total which I 
have given must be subtracted at least 
15,000 to cover the children, the sick, and 
the decrepit, and this leaves only 35,000 
fighting men, who are not trained 
soldiers, andl who are merely farmers. 
Now I come to the Orange Free State, 
the population of which, according to the 
last census, is about 77,000, made up of 
40,000 males and 37,000 females. Of 
course, the Uitlanders there were not so 
numerous, but they may fairly be set 
down as 5,000, and deducting 10,000 for 
children and old men, there were left but 
25,000 fighting men. Thus there are 
35,000 fighting men in the Transvaal and 
25,000 in the Free State. Against this 


untrained force of 70,000 are 78,000 of | 


the flower of the British Army, immense 
parks of artillery, and all the appurten- 
ances of war. And yet the Government 
are not satisfied, and wish to call out the 
Militia Reserve! Anything more mean, 
cowardly, and disgusting I have not read 
of in history. It suggests the question, 
if such stupendous exertions are required 
for this South African expedition, where 
you have no organised military force 
opposed to you, what would the country 
do if called upon to fight a great European 
Power, say France, Germany, or Russia ? 


Four or five or even ten thousand of these | 


Boers may be slaughtered, and their 
wretched women and children 


left to 





disgusting. Every Member in the House 
will be prepared to admit — I am not 
speaking from the point of view of an 
Englishman, for we in Ireland have 
suffered a great deal of injustice which 
has taught us to sympathise with other 
races who are suffering, but I say that 
even Englishmen must admit that the 
action of the Government has tended to 
create an uneasy feeling, and to cause the 
blush of shame, for the impression 
created is that British troops man for 
man are not to be trusted to deal with 


the farmers of the Transvaal. I am 
astonished that military men in the 
House have not pointed that out. 


Why could not the matter be left to the 
troops on the spot ? I personally believe 
they could carry the thing to victory. 
But I have a firmly fixed conviction in 
the irresistible power of trained soldiers, 
with the enormous material resources of 
the Empire at their back. After this 
debate, after the revulsion of feeling 
caused by sending out this enormous 
force to carry on this unequal struggle, 
is there not reasonable ground for the 
suspicion in our minds of vast schemes of 
conquest and reconstruction of territory 
and the crushing and humiliation of the 
free Boer population? There are portions 
of the, in some respects, horrible speech ot 
the Colonial Secretary that encourage the 
suspicion. He spoke of harmony in 
South Africa. I am inclined to ask how 
many men must be slaughtered before 
harmony can be brought about? I de- 
tected in the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech, in which he spoke of the con- 
spiracy and insolence of the Boers, a de- 
termination to make this country the 
dominant Power in South Africa—a 
spirit which is still more openly avowed 
in the columns of the Jingo Press. The 
fact is, the real object of the war is to 
crush, humiliate, and trample in the dust 
the Boer people ; to substitute British 
for Boer rule. J ask, is that the way to 
conciliate feeling between the two peoples? 
It can only increase suspicion and dis- 
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like of your policy. Even Englishmen | over before the transports reach South 
themselves ought to be ashamed to send | Africa, and that money, or most of it, will 
out such a force to fight the Boer | go into the pockets of huge shipping com- 
farmers. panies, of the makers of rifles and ammu- 
nition at Birmingham, and of contractors. 
Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, E.): I rise to| The First Lord of the Treasury declared 
second the Amendment. I do so because | last night that one of the objects of the 
I look upon the calling out of the Militia | war was to secure the humane treatment 
by Her Majesty’s Government as a step| of the native races. Now if that were 
in an organised infamy, for which, of | true, if that were one of the objects of 
course, Her Majesty is in no way | the war, I hold that we, as Irish Memhers, 
personally responsible. But I feel that if | would be obliged, in consequence of our 
I remain silent I should be tosome extent | sympathy with native races rightly 
sharing the responsibility for this war. I | struggling to be free all the world over, to 
agree with my hon. friend who has | sympathise with such a purpose. A good 
given the figures as to the populations of | deal has been said about the treatment by 
the two Republics, and I assert with him | the Boers of natives, but I think if we go 
that there is no necessity for sending out | into past history and contrast the record 
this large army to South Africa in| of the bad treatment of the native races by 
addition to the troops that are already | Boers and that of the British treatment 
there. The House has heard from the | we shall find that the comparison is not in 
Under Secretary for War news which | favour of this country. I need not go 
proves that the troops who are already in | into the treatment of the Matabele or the 
the field are quite able to take care of | natives on the Niger River. 
themselves. Hon. Members opposite 
cheered loudly when it was announced 
that the Dublin Fusiliers had gone to the 
front. They bore testimony by their 
cheers to the bravery of my fellow 
countrymen, and I[ ask them, therefore, | 
in gratitude, that, when the wounded Mr. DAVITT: I will not pursue that 
return, proper workhouse accommodation | point any further, but will conclude my 
shall be provided for them and their | observations by saying that the Irish 
families. We know that many old | Nationalist representatives would not dare 
soldiers are found in Irish workhouses. | to face their constituents at the next 
General Election unless they opposed this 
Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, §.): Yes, infamous war by every means which the 
Crimean veterans, even. forms of the House permitted. 





| 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must keep to the question, 
which is the question of the necessity of 
calling out the Reserves. 


Mr. DAVITT: I agree that the Amendment proposed — 
ywroper time for discussing this matter) - ‘ 
Mill be when the Under Secretary makes | __At the end of the Question, to add the 
‘ ; ee: words, ‘But we humbly represent to your 
his statement, but I think we are justified | Majesty that inasmuch as there are only about 
coming from a country which is over- | 40,000 adult males in the two South African 
taxed for its connection with this Empire, tepublics, and that these — nas — 
in raising a. strong. protest. We took | olen, thecmbodiwent ofthe Militia esr 
no part whatever in promoting this war ; | the disposal of your Majesty are amply sufli- 
there are no Irish interests involved in | cient for the emergency.’”—(M7. Dillon.) 
this conflict, and whatever the result may 
be it can bring no satisfaction to Irishmen. | Question proposed, “ That those words 
No matter how unpopular the Irish | be there added.” 
Members may make themselves either | 
inside or outside the House, they are} Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
called upon to enter this protest against | East): I desire to offer afew observations 
an infamous war. My hon. friend has in support of the Amendment which has 
gone into figures which justify his con-| been proposed by the hon. Member for 
tention. There will be an enormous! East Mayo, and I may say that I am 
amount of money spent in sending out | strengthened in my determination to 
these troops, which will not go to defray | oppose this arrangement by speeches 
the cost of war, which will probably be | which we heard last night from Gentlemen 


Mr, Dillon. 
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in this House who certainly cannot be 
accused of being Irish rebels. I refer to 
the speeches of the hon. and learned 


Gentleman the Member for Plymouth and | 


of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Bodmin, who amply bear out and 
completely justify the opposition, if in- 
deed any justification be necessary, which 
the Irish Members have offered, and will, 
I hope, continue to offer, to every stage of 
the arrangements now being made to 
crush the Dutch population of South 
Africa. Weare told sometimes that these 
military arrangements are being made 
simply for the purpose of bringing into 
subjugation the inhabitants of the Trans- 
vaal, but I venture to suggest that the 
very magnitude of the arrangements 
shows that there is something more in 
contemplation than the mere subjugation 
of the inhabitants of the two Republics. 
It has already been pointed out, 
and it is perfectly true, that the 
number of inhabitants in the Trans- 
vaal and the Orange Free State 
is so small that the gigantic mili- 
tary preparations now being made are 
out of all proportion to the task to which 
it is said the Government has set itself. 
Can it for one moment be contended that, 
if the plain and sole object of the Govern- 
ment were the subjugation of the Trans- 
vaal and of the Orange Free State, these 
enormous military preparations would be 
necessary ? No doubt at the present time 
the strength of the Boers in South Africa 
is not under-estimated by this country, 
and they are being approached with a 
great deal of caution born probably of 
a realisation of the intense bravery these 
men have shown in wars in years gone by, 
But making every allowance for the un- 
doubted valour and determination of these 
men, I still say the preparations you are 
making must, to the ordinary observer, 
point to some greater intention than has 
yet been announced. And one result of 
this war must be to alienate altogether 
whatever sympathy the Dutch inhabi- 
tants of the Cape and Natal may have had 
for the paramountcy of this country. If 
you wanted to bring home conviction to 
the mind of every Dutchman in Cape 
Colony and Natal that your object is the 
complete subjugation of the Dutch race in 
South Africa, you could do nothing more 
calculated to secure that end than the 
despatching of this enormous army—an 
army altogether out of proportion to the 


announced objects of the war in which 
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{you are engaged. What is meant 
by the calling out of the Militia? What 


is meant by the despatch of your immense 
Army Corps, the largest force, I believe, 
_ that has ever left the shores of England ? 
What can it be considered te mean except 
this, that the time has arrived when, 
acting most unfortunately under the in- 
fluence of a number of capitalists in South 
Africa, the majority of them being Ger- 
mans and not even of your own race, you 
are resolved to strike a blow at the inde- 
pendence, at the self-respect, and at the 
national feeling of the Dutch popula- 
tion, not only in the Transvaal and 
the Orange Free State, but in Cape Colony 
and Natal as well? By so doing you 
strike an immense blow at the hearts 
of those Dutch people in the colonies who 
at the present moment are not disaffected 
or at war with you. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I know that in speaking on this particular 
Amendment it is very hard to refer in 
general terms to the circumstances which 
it is alleged have made these military 
arrangements necessary. But I say here 
that, as far as I am concerned, I will take 
the opportunity of this Amendment as I 
will take advantage of every Amendment 
and every Vote in Committee of Supply, 
to register my protest against a war 
which I consider to be unjust, cruel, and 
dishonest, a war ostensibly for the purpose 
of restoring harmony in South Africa, but 
really waged as every honest man knows 
in his heart with the object of robbing— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
would remind the hon. Member that 
the question now under discussion is 
whether the forces already to be employed 
are adequate. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I know 
that Irish Members here can make at best 
but a feeble protest, and that it is difficult 
for them—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must not suggest that I 
make any distinction between the Irish 
Members and other Members of this 
House. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I had 
not the slightest intention of doing that, 
Sir. I was not referring to your ruling 
at all. Iwas referring to the manifest 
impatience exhibited by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite whenever any of us Irish Mem- 
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bers rise to speak. [Cries of “Oh, oh.”] 
I suppose that hon. Gentlemen opposite 
think themselves extremely patient, but 
I can assure them that that is not our 
opinion. I find not only do they receive 
with every manifestation of impatience 
protests coming from the [rish Mem- 
bers, but when those protests are 
made by English Members, such . as 
the hon. and learned Member for 
Plymouth and the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Bodmin, they 
express an almost equal amount of im- 
patience. In fact, the Conservative Mem- 
bers seem to have come to the conclusion 
that nobody is entitled to speak on 
military matters or to give an opinion as 
to what is good for the Empire unless he 
happens to be a Liberal Unionist politician 
who at one time was found in opposition 
to themselves. I again ask, does not the 
despatch of this unnecessarily large force 
constitute a menace, not merely to the 
people of the Transvaal and the Orange 
Free State, but also to the whole Dutch 
race throughout the length and breadth of 
South Africa? It certainly does seem, 
to say the least of it, in the eyes of the 


{COMMONS} 


world a cowardly proceeding on the part | 


of the Government of a country like this 
to say that they cannot enter into a small 
war of this kind without despatching a 
force, very little inferior, if it be inferior 
at all, to that which would be necessary 
were we to engage in war with France, 
Germany, or some other first-class military 
Power. As thehon.and learned Member for 
Plymouth put it last night, what pre- 
parations would this country be called 
upon to make for a war with a European 
Power, if all this preparation is neces- 
sary to enable it to deal successfully 
with the farmers of two unfortunate 
little Republics ! Hon. Members opposite 
seem to think it is a strange thing for 
Irish Members to protest against this 
war, but remember we are within our 
right ; we are here, and you cannot get 
rid of us unless you give us Home Rule. 
It is true you sometimes induce Irish- 


men who are to be found starving 
at street corners to join your Army 
and fight your battles, but do not 


forget that Irishmen have been found 
fighting in every army in the world. 
You cannot deny, with any semblance 
of truth, that we Irish Members do 
represent the vast majority of the 
Irish people, and if you like to test the 


feeling at the polls, you will soon find 


Mr. William Redmond. 
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out that our constituents will bear out 
our protest. It is not a pleasant thing 
for us to place ourselves in direct opposi- 
tion to the feeling which prevails inside 
and outside this House in regard to the 
war. Some of us have already been 
insulted in the streets because of the 
attitude we have taken up, and because 
we have given expression to our con- 
scientious convictions. We say we are 
entitled to oppose this proposal of the 
Government, because it will entail expen- 
diture of taxes raised in Ireland. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question of cost is not raised by this 
Amendment. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I quite 
recognise that when we get into Com- 
mittee of Supply the time for this portion 
of my protest wili be more appropriate. 
I only wish to point out that beside a 
feeling of sentiment we Irishmen have a 
practical grievance in this matter, and we 
should not be doing our duty to our con- 
stituents if we did not take every oppor- 
tunity of pressing it upon the attention 
of the House. [ am sure that hon. 
Gentlemen opposite must feel in their 
hearts a little bit ashamed of the pro- 
ceedings which are being taken. | 
always understood that Englishmen liked 
to meet their match, and did not care to 
attack a weak man whose strength was 
out of all proportion to their own. I am 
afraid that when these arrangements 
are read of in Europe England will earn 
for herself the title of the bully of 
Europe and of the world. 


*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall) : The hon. Member 
has made one or two statements which 
require very brief examination. He has 
told us that the Militia are being called 
out in order to crush the independence 
and freedom of the Dutch population of 
Cape Colony. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Iam sure 
that even the hon. Gentleman would not 
wish to misrepresent me. I said nothing of 
the kind. I said, on the contrary, that 
the calling out of the Militia Reserves. 
was consequent upon the despatch of an 
overwhelming force to South Africa. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I may point out that 
the object or result of the propesal is not. 
involved in this Amendment. 
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*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : | 
But the hon. Member made the statement | 
without being called to order, and I) 
thought I was in order in referring to it. | 

| 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I gave the hon. 
Member considerable licence, but I did 
call him to order. 


*Sm ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 
Atany rate, I will only say that the effect 
of calling out the Militia appears probable 
to be exactly opposite what the hon. 
Member suggests. He speaks of it as an 
exhibition of enormous brute force 
prompted by a desire to crush the inoffen- 
sive Boers. It appears to me that the 
foreign countries to which he has so fre- 
quently referred are far more likely to 
regard this measure as evidence of the 
extremely unmilitary character of this 
country, seeing that the despatch of 
50,000 or 60,000 troops to South Africa 
actually depletes our home defences. The 
real reason of the Militia being called out 
is that they are to be used for manning 
our home fortifications. Hon. Gentlemen 
have adopted a totally different tone to- 
night in dealing with the question of the 
display of military strength deemed 
necessary to crush the Boers, who, be it 
remembered, have attacked us. In their 
previous speeches they asserted that it 
would require the whole forces of this 
Empire—or, at least, 100,000 men to put | 
down these lamb-like Boers in the 
Transvaal, 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask the hon. Gentleman if he can quote a 
single sentence uttered by me or anybody 
else to the effect that it would take 
100,000 British soldiers to put down the 
Boers ? 


*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : | 
I did not say the hon. Gentleman made 
that observation. I do not remember 
which of his colleagues made it, but 
L could undertake to produce the) 
words and the date of the speech. At | 
any rate I am justified in saying that the | 
whole of their arguments have been in 
the direction that not only would it require | 
an enormous force to crush the Boers, | 
but that the war would awaken inex- | 
tinguishable race-hatred. I am tather | 
disposed to agree with the hon. Gentle- | 
man that the necessities of the force to | 
be sent have been rather over-rated. It | 
is all very well to apply the argument 
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of “the bully” to the case of schoolboys, 
butit is a mistake to apply it to war. If 
you want to make this war as merciful 
as possible you must send out an over- 


|whelming foree in order to bring it 


3y such means you 
may not only speedily crush the resist- 


ance of the Boers themselves, but you will 


prevent the possibility of misguided 
Dutchmen in Cape Colony and Natal 


| joining in the rising. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Under your ruling, Sir, I shall 
be confined to a very narrow field in dis- 
cussing this Amendment, but I shall keep 
very strictly thereto. I will not accuse 
the right hon. Gentleman of discourtesy ; 
he is incapable of it; but he has not 
treated this Amendment with the gravity 
it deserves. The Amendment is framed 
almost word for word on the Amendment 
of 1878, which was discusséd for two 
nights and supported with great eloquence 
by the Colonial Secretary, who was one 
of the tellers in the Division. The 
Member for Sheffield is a most useful and 
necessary Member of this House. He 
said that an overwhelming force was 
necessary at the Cape. And why? To 
overawe the Dutch population not only 
in the Transvaal, but in Cape Colony. 
That is a most interesting observation 
which I hope will be telegraphed to the 
Cape. It harmonises magnificently with 


that most significant observation of the 


Colonial Secretary last night, in which 
the right hon. Gentleman went out of his 
way to pay a pronounced compliment to 
the Colony of Natal where the population 
is English, and left out the Cape Colony 
where two-thirds of the population are 
Dutch. 


*#\Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
hardly carrying out the intention he 
expressed at the opening of his speech. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Yes, Sir, I 
am afraid I misbehaved, but that state- 
ment was worth ten calls to order. This 
war is a theatrical war, and I believe it 
will be henceforth called an “orchid ” 
war. Now, Sir, as regards these forces. 
I have been to South Africa, and know 
the condition of the country pretty well. 
I have no great affection for the Dutch, 
because when I was there I was accused 
by Mr. Hofmeyr of stirring up race- 
hatred. However, in my opinion, to 
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bring out an enormous 
this kind, numbering more than the 
whole Dutch male population in the 
colony, to crush them is a shocking and 
unheard-of thing. The very overwhelm- 
ing character of this force gives very 
strong foundation for the widespread 
belief that this is simply a war of exter- 
mination in the interests of the Stock 
Exchange. This force will number close 
upon 75,000 men, and when it is remem- 
bered that its purpose is to crush a popu- 
lation who have twice left their homes in 
order to have independence, and who will 
tight to the last ditch for that independ- 
ence, the proceeding looks very ugly, 
and unworthy of the best traditions of 
English history. Iam sorry the under- 
taking has been entered upon, and when 


the debate becomes more general in its | 


character, I hope to be able to say a few 
words in which I will bring the Cabinet 
into close connection with the Stock 
Exchange in this matter. 


Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): As one holding very strong views 
regarding this war, and believing the pre- 
sent to be a very grave moment, I have 
heen a little perplexed at the state of the 
House of Commons during the last 
speech or two. In accordance with your 
ruling, the ground to be covered is not 
very wide, but I simply wish to say, after 
listening carefully to the debate yester- 
day, a very deep impression was left on 
my mind that the war we are now en- 
gaged in is an unnecessary one, and there- 
fore a wicked one. But I am faced with 
this situation: we have done our best to 
protest against the policy of Her Majesty’s 
Government— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is going beyond the scope of 
the Amendment. 


Mr. MADDISON: It was only a 
phrase to get to a point which I think 
you would say was in order. What I desire 
to say is that the policy of Her Majesty’s 
Government has been sanctioned by the 
House of Commons, and now all the 
responsibility of this war rests upon them. 
They want power to draw on some 


35,000 of the militia reserves, and I, for 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 
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military force of ; my part, cannot take upon myself either 


the responsibility of opposing them, or 
the responsibility of supporting them. 
The whole responsibility is theirs. 
Another reason which weighs even more 
strongly with me is that these wretched 
Boers are entirely at your mercy; you 
can and you will crush them: and it is 
to the interest of the Boers that the force 
you send should be overwhelming. 
Because I believe that, not because I 
support the war, not because I think you 
can get any glory out of it—on the con- 
trary, your victory will be just as dis- 
graceful as defeat would be—TI shall not 
oppose the Government, but upon you, 
and not upon us who have protested 
against your policy, the responsibility 
rests, 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I rise for the purpose of expressing 
myself upon the specific question before 
the House, viz., the Message of Her 
Majesty. From what I understand from 
the statement with which this matter 
was introduced, I feel that we have not 
sufficient information or explanation of 
what actually is proposed to be done 
with regard to calling out the Militia, 
and before the question is finally put 
from the Chair we ought to have adequate 
information on that point. All hon. 
Members who are familiar with the is- 
cussions of the last few years upon this 
matter must be aware that the whole 
question of the employment of the Militia 
is coming forward practically in a new 
shape so far as we are concerned. In 
view of those discussions, and in view of 
the proposals which have been made in 
another place, I think we are entitled to 
know a little more fully what is intended 
to be done with regard to the Militia. In 
another place, Lord Lansdowne said with 
regard to this question of the employment 
of the Militia— 


“It might be necessary for us to provide for 
the safety of these islands during a very severe 
and protracted crisis, during which there had 
been a serious strain upon our military forces, 
and after we had exhausted all other means of 
keeping them up to their necessary strength.” 


Those words were used by the Secretary 
of State for War during the last session, 
on July 7, in the House of Lords. As. 
far as I understand the proposal at pre- 


' sent before the House, the Government 


are taking power to make up _ the 








Fie 


Bal 
Bal 











401 Militia. 
deficiencies in the numbers of the Army ; 
I presume that means that they are 
taking power to set up what is known as 
the compulsory ballot 
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be the case, the only course open to the 
House would be to discuss the question 
on this Address. I am not going to follow 
the example of hon. Members opposite, and 


| set myself up as an authority on military 


*Mr. SPEAKER : This is out of order 
on this Amendment. The hon. Member 
does not seem to be aware that an 
Amendment has been moved. I under- 
stand he is speaking on the motion for an 
Address, but an Amendment has been 
moved raising merely the question of the 
necessity of embodying the Militia on this 
occasion. It is not in order on that to go 
into the question of the methods to be 
employed. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
On that point I wish to ask a question. If 
the Militia Reserves to be embodied are 
ineluded in the 35,000 men under Vote A, 
undoubtedly it will be possible under that 
Vote to discuss those Militia Reserves 
and their embodiment, and probably the 
whole question of the calling out of the 
Militia. But if they be not included in 
that 35,000, I apprehend it would not be 
in order, even with the allowance of the 


matters. Their position is that the forces 
already at the disposal of Her Majesty are 
sufficient for the work to be done in the 
Transvaal. Her Majesty’s Government 
and their military advisers are of a 
different opinion. For my part I am con- 
tent rather to pin my faith to the profes- 
sional military authorities than to the dis- 
tinguished amateurs from East Mayo and 
other parts of Ireland. I think myself 
that those forces will not only be sufficient, 
but sufficient for more than the work 
they are going to do. When I reflect 
that this country is about to put 50,000 
men ata distance of 6,000 miles across 
the sea in 60 days, and that without the 
sight of a redcoat in the streets or the 
sound of the drum or bugle, but quietly 
and in a businesslike manner, I say that it 
will give some food for reflection to the 
military nations of the Continent. 


Question put. 


Minister, to discuss the embodiment of | The House divided :—Ayes, 36 ; Noes, 
the Militia under Vote A. If the latter 299. (Division List No. 6.) 

AYES. 
Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. ' Flavin, Michael Joseph M’Ghee, Richard ; 
Allison, Robert Andrew Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim 


Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Blake, Edward 
Carvill, Patrick G. 
Commins, Andrew 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Daly, James 

Davitt, Michael 

Donelan, Captain A. 


Doogan, P. C. 
Field, William (Dublin) 


Gibney, James 

Gilhooly, James 
Hamilton 
Hogan, James F 


Lawson, Sir W. 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 


Jordan, Jeremiah 
(Cumberland) 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MaeDonnell, Dr. M.A.(Qn’s.Co. | 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


M‘Leod, John 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 

O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 

Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 

Tuite, James 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Dillon and Mr. William 
Redmond. 


rancis 


NOES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Aveold, Alfred 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead- Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. Henry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Bill, Charles 
ae C apt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
ee Emerson 
Daird, John George Alexander | 
a3 Sir John 
Baldwin, Alfred 


Bentinck, 


Bolitho, Thomas 


Salfour,Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds 





Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry,Rt HnAHSmith-(Hunts 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
3eckett, Ernest William 
Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


Birrell, Augustine 
' Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 

| Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles,C: apt. H. F. (Middlesex 
| Bow les, T.Gibson(King’sLynn) 


Brassey, Albert 

Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron,Sir Charles (Glasgow 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Bedford 
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Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm | Hill, Rt Hn A Staveley(Staffs. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r | 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 

( ‘oghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, "Benj: umin Louis 


| Holden, Sir Angus 
| Holland, William Henry 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H.Athole | 


Colville, John 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 


Hoare, Edw. Brodie (Hampstd 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 


Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 
Howard, Joseph 


| Howell, William Tudor 


Corbett, A.C ameron(Glasgow) | 


Cornwallis, Fiennes ‘S. WwW. 
Cox, IrwinEdward Bainbridge 
( ‘ranbor ne, Viscount 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiae, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

an, Colonel 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 


| Jessel,Captain HerbertMerton | 


Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Johnson, William (Belfast) | 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 


| Kemp, George 
| Kenyon, James 
Kenvon- Slaney, Col. William | 


Kimber, Henry 


| Kinloch, Sir John George S. 
| Knowles, Lees 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 


Doxtord, William Theodore 
Drage, Geotirey 

Dune ombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de 'Tatton 
Elliot, Hn. 
Evershed, Sydney 

Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Ferguson, R. C. 
Fereusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Man. 


A. Ralph Douglas 


Lafone, Alfred 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Y oie: ) 
Lea, Sir Thomas (Londonderry 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 


| Llewellyn, Evan H. (Somerset 


Monro (Leith) | 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzgerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
F itzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
I lannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 
Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gilliat, John $ saunders 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gold, Charles 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 


Goschen, RtHnG.J.(StGeorge’s | 


Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Llewelyn, Sir D.- (Swansea) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn Walter(Liverpl. 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 


| Lowther, Rt.Hon. James (Kent | 


Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley | 


Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grey, Sir Edward (B erwick) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. 
Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Heath, ” James 

Hedderwick, Thos, Chas, H. 
Helder, Augustus 








Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Lyttelton, Hon. Pg 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John G umiming 
Maclver, David ( Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, H. L. B. erat 
M‘Crae, George 

M ‘Iver, Sir hes (Edinburgh, W. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Maden, John Henry 
Maleolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Edw. Wm. J. 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey-T ‘hompson, Sir H. M. 
Middle smore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank, Sir P. C. John 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount ip 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


| Moore, William (Antiim, N.) 
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Moore, Robt. 5 (Shropsh 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Her be 
Morton, Arthur H.A.."  ptf'd 
Mount, William George 
Murray, tt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, C harles J. (C omnes 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nie holson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Oldroyd, Mark 
(Neill, H. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Paimer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, A. E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Pease, Joseph A.(Northumb.) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes. Newton 
Pilkington, SirG.A.(LanesSW. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (H’ckney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenhm. ) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Lutherford, John 
Samuel, H. 8. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (R’nfr’w) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. John(}’rf’rsh’e) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
| Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strachey, Edward 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thorburn, Walter 
Thorburn, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
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Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
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Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-und’r-L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That an humble Address be 


presented to Her Majesty, thanking Her | 
|application of the views held on this 


Majesty for Her Most Gracious Message 
communicating to this House 
Majesty’s intention to cause the Militia 
to be embodied, and the Militia Reserve 
Force or such part thereof as Her Majesty 
should think necessary to be called out 
forthwith for permanent service. 


To be presented by Privy Councillors 
and Members of Her Majesty’s House- 
hold. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the chair. | 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 
1899-1900. 


1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a further number of Land 
Forces, not exceeding 35,000, all ranks, 
be maintained for the Service of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland at Home and Abroad, during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March 
1900.” 


Her | 


Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm | 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 





| of that figure. 
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| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

| Williams, Joseph P.- (Birm.) 

| Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wallace, Robert | Wilson, John (Govan) 

| 

| 

| 

| 

( 


Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Commander(Berks,E. ) 
Younger, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
\ Mr. Anstruther. 


be called upon. In the first place we 
must take power to cover the 5,800 men 
whom we have borrowed from the Indian 
establishment. That is a very rigorous 


subject, because it is sometimes said 
that it is not necessary to add 
them to the British establishment. In 
the second place I name the men who 
will be retained with the colours until 
demobilisation, and who, but for the 
mobilisation, would have gone in the 
ordinary course to the Reserve. It is not 
in my power to give an accurate estimate 
But we have 75 infantry 
battalions on the home. establishment, 
and if you put the normal wastage at 
100, that would give a total of 7,500 for 
the infantry. I cannot make the same 
calculation for the cavalry, but probably 
9,000 will cover the number 
retained with the colours who would 
otherwise have gone to the Reserve. In 
the third place there are the 21,000 
Reservists called back to the colours. 
There is a fourth force, the need for resort 
to which must be remote—the Militia Re- 
serve. They are men who, for an 
additional bounty, have undertaken an 
additional obligation; but they are 
behind the Army Reserve, and would not 


‘be called upon until we had exhausted 
the Army Reserve. 


Hon. Members may 


| wonder why we thought it necessary 


'to provide 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [have already said | 
something on this Vote in reply to a ques- | 


tion by the Leader of the Opposition ; 


are present now who were absent then I 
will repeat my point. At the beginning 
of hostilities, the scope and duration of 
which no man can confidently predict, it 
is at least prudent to put a superior limit 
to the margin from which you may be 
called upon to draw men from time to 


time and add them to the establishment of | 


the home Army which was voted by the 
House. The forces at our disposal which 
are covered by this Vote of 35,000 I will 
name in the succession in which they may 


VOL. LXXVIL  [Fourtu Sertes.] 


against so remote a 
contingency. Our Reserve is so much 
stronger now than in earlier days that we 


are no longer obliged to pool the Reserve 
but as no doubt a good many Members 





and draw upon it indiscriminately for 
every regiment. We have been able to 
show due respect to regimental feeling, 
and the men who are called upon will 
be called upon to serve with their own 
regiments and no others. That I believe 
is a very proper course. But ic must be 
clear that, though the contingency is 
remote, we must take account of it. One 
battalion may suffer more severely than 
another, and having put the Reserve in 
these compartments, each one behind a 
separate regiment, it might happen that 
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of men 
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the whole of the Army Reserve of one | country. 
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The first misconception is that 


battalion was exhaused. Then you would | any delay in sending troops to South 


fall back upon the Militia Reserve. Then | 
as to the total of 35,000 men. 
have allowed a certain amount of elbow- 


room. Last year and the year before we 


voted for the whole establishment, not | 


ihe number of men we expected to main- 
tain in that year, but the superior limit 
which we hoped to reach when the pro- 
grammes of 1897, 1898, and 1899 had 
been completed. So we have another 
14,000 men, so to speak, to play 
with. But the number of men voted 
here cannot be divided up into so many 
of this sort and that sort. It is the whole 
amount of the margin which we have 
thought it wise to take in order to be 
drawn upon in the course of hostilities. 
The question of the embodiment of the 


Frankly, we | 


| 
} 


Africa is due to the state of unprepared- 
ness at the War Office. The other mis- 


| conception is that the War Office have been 


Militia has nothing to do with the ques- | 


tion of this 35,000 men. That can be 
discussed on Vote 3, under which we take 
a considerable sum for embodying the 
Militia. Now I pass to the further sum 
which we are asking to be expended on 
Army services in addition to those voted 
last session. The Government has decided 
to put forward the demand in the shape 
of a Supplementary Estimate, and for two 
‘reasons. In the first place, it is the right 
course if you are to have proper account- 
keeping ; and although I am well aware 
that on several previous occasions Govern- 
ments have proceeded by votes of credit, 
yet last year Lord Cromer and Lord 
Kitchener financed a considerable war by 
the method of Estimates, and we 
desire to imitate so edifying an 
example. Then, unless we proceed 
by Supplementary Estimates, divided 
between the usual Votes, it is impos- 
sible for those hon. Members who take 
a keen interest in the Army to pursue 
their comparative studies of the expendi- 
ture made for certain periods and for cer- 
tain services. But there is no course 
which does not present some drawbacks, 
and there are two to this form of Supple- 
mentary Estimates. In the first place, 
that form does not reflect the course of 
recent events in South Africa, nor does it 
reflect the nature and extent of the pre- 
parations which we are making. On the 
first score I need add nothing from the 
War Office point of view to the speeches 
to which we have listened during the past 
few days. But I should like to remove 


hampered in their preparations by the policy 
of the Government. We at the War Office, 
with the vast majority of our country- 
men, rejoice that the country forbore to 
threaten so long as it was permitted to 
persuade ; and ‘from the knowledge of 
the facts before us for three months I 
may add that the policy which the 
Government adopted was deliberately 
adopted with the fullest knowledge of 
possible consequences — consequences 
serious enough for those who have rela- 
tives situated beyond communication— 
and with the fullest confidence that the 
nation would face those consequences 
with fortitude and self-respect. On the 
second score-—that is, that the division by 
Votes obscures the nature of our prepara- 
tions—I should like to point out that a 
memorandum which has been circulated 
indicates clearly that those preparations 
have included two phases for defensive 
action, and defensive action alone, 
and a third phase for offensive action ; 
but I feel that something more in 
the way of explanations will be ex- 
pected from me, and for this special 
reason—that the ‘annual Army debates 
are largely taken up by scrutiny of our 
organisation as a whole. Perhaps by 
leave of the Committee I may interrupt 
my explanation to read to the Com- 
mittee a telegram which has just been 
received — 

“Ladysmith, 20th October, 3.30.—General 
Yule wires from Glencoe Camp :— We were 
attacked this morning at daylight by a force 
roughly estimated at 4,000. They placed four 
or five guns in position on a hill 5,400 yards 
east of the camp. They fired plugged shell 
into the camp. Their artillery did no 
damage. Our infantry formed up for attack 
opposite their position. After their position 
had been shelled for a time the infantry 
advanced to the attack, and after hard fight- 


‘ing, Jasting up to 1.30 p.m., their almost 


two misconceptions which have existed in | 
South Africa and in some degree in this 


Mr. Wyndham. 


inaccessible position was taken. Enemy 
retired to the eastwards. Cavalry and 
artillery still out. Our losses are heavy, and 
will be 0 ge as soon as _ possible. 
General Symons severely wounded in the 
stomach.’” 


I must now ask hon. Members to come 
back from the consideration of intelli- 
gence so exciting and of so moving a 
character to the dry and dull det ails of 
the organisation preparations which alone 














rendered such a good result possible. I 
cannot, of course, reasonably withhold 
from the Committee the knowledge of 
how the system has worked under an 
exceptional strain. That system has 
been in existence nineteen years, and as 
the Leader of the Opposition very well 
knows, during the whole course of that 
time has been strenuously attacked, and 
as strenuously defended. I have no com- 
plaint to make about these attacks ; there 
is no matter in which it is more legitimate 
for the House and for the nation to have 
its last doubt resolved. But it has been 
attacked, and attacked in respect of the 
three functions which it should enable 
the Home Army to perform :—First, as a 
machine to manufacture and maintain the 
Army abroad. Secondly, as a force ade- 
quate to home defence. Thirdly, as a 
force capable on occasions of despatching 
an expedition abroad. Oa the first score 
our system has stood the test of time 
fairly well; criticism has relented in 
face of the 74,000 and odd men that 
we maintain in India, and the 43,000 
and odd that we maintain in Egypt and 
in garrisons. In all we keep 118,000 
men abroad in a state of admitted effi- 
ciency, and we keep 106,509 at home. 
But, in respect of the second funetion, 
that of mobilising three army corps and 
four cavalry brigades for home defence, 
and in respect of the third function, the 
despatch of a considerable expedition 
abroad, there has been a good deal of 
scepticism, not unnaturally, since no 
yecasion has arisen during the whole of 
these 19 years of bringing our system to 
the test of actual experience. That occa- 
sion has now arisen, not, I admit, on the 
large scale contemplated, but, still on a 
scale far larger, and in a shape more 
convincing, than could possibly be con- 
trived by expedients of peace manceuvres 
or experimental mobilisation ; and, there- 
fore, I have ventured to name these two 
great functions of our Army, in con- 
nection with the expedition to South 
Africa, for two reasons—first, because 
the capacity to send the expedition must 
confirm the belief that we are ready to 
defend our shores; and, secondly, be- 
cause the two questions are so intimately 
bound up as to be unsuited for separate 


a rush it must enable us to send 
an expedition without depriving our 
homes of protection. I go further: we 
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consideration. If our system is worth | 


cannot be satisfied unless we can despatch 
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‘such an expedition without destroying 


the machinery for creating or dislocating 
the machinery for distributing the units 
of which our Army abroad is composed. 
The Army of to-day, in short, is not only 
the Army of to-day but the machine for 
creating the Army of to-morrow. Coming 
to features more particular to the issue, | 
can best show what we are called on to 
attempt, and the measure of response 
which our system has made, by asking 
the Committee to consider the composi- 
tion and distribution of the Army before 
the crisis in South Africa became acute, 
and to compare it with the present com- 
position and distribution. I select the 
Ist July as a convenient date. On that 
date, of our 28 regiments of Cavalry of 
the Line, 16 were at home and 12 abroad ; 
of our 115 batteries of Horse and Field 
Artillery, 58 were at home and 57 abroad ; 
of our 153 battalions of Infantry, 75 were 
at home and 78 abroad. I explained, on 
the 2nd March, that this provision would 
be adequate, when our progeamm: of 
increase was completed, for our armies 
of occupation in India and in Ezypt, the 
authorised garrisons of our coaling stations 
and colonies—that is, nineteen white 
battalions—and for the three army corps 
and the four cavalry brigades for home 
defence, and, therefore, for the two army 
corps, the cavalry division, and the lines 
of communication, which we should have 
for a counter-attack. I spoke of these 
contingencies of home defence and of a 
counter-attack as remote ; so they were, 
and so I still believe them to be; but 
another contingency has arisen which, 
without calling for the sazrifices involved 
by war with a first-class Power, does 
supply a good working test of our sys- 
tem as a machine for maintaining our 
Army abroad during a period of stress, 
and in a less direct manner a test of its 
ability to improvise home defence or 
counter-attack. Just about the Ist Julya 
little cloud arose in South Africa with the 
abortive conclusion of the Bloemfontein 
Conference. We had at that time in 
Cape Colony three-and-a-half battalions 
of infantry and two companies of 
garrison artillery. We had in Natal 
three hattalions of infantry, two 
regiments of cavalry, three batteries of 
field artillery, and one of mountain 
artillery. This had been the garrison of 
South Africa since May, 1897. It was 
already largely in excess of the garrison 
authorised for the purpose of defending 
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our coaling station at Cape Town. It 
was efficient in respect of numbers ; the 
six battalions were at an average strength 
of 1,004, and could stand comparison 
with fifty-two battalions in India; but 
they had not, as battalions in India have, 
regimental transport, and, therefore, they 
were in a sense “counters,” and not 
current coin until they were given 
mobility. They were signs of potential 
strength and not its embodiment, even 
for purposes of policing. The little cloud 
grew. Earnest representations on the 
necessity of increasing the garrison were 
made to us ; they were not too earnest, 
when we consider the subsequent events, 
and when we consider the presence of a 
very large native population. We, there- 
fore, sanctioned the provision of the 
regimental transport which was neces- 
sary to make this garrison an_ effec- 
tive force. The sanction was given 
on June 27. Further representations 
were received from the High Commis- 
sioner, from the Governor of Natal, and 
from the officer commanding the troops 
in South Africa; therefore on August 
3rd it was decided to despatch two more 
battalions to strengthen the garrison at 
Natal; the Ist Battalion of the Man- 
chester Regiment, of a strength of 977 
men, was sent from Gibraltar, and the Ist 
Battalion of the Liverpool Regiment, of 
a strength of 980 men, was transferred 
from the Cape, the gap in the garrison 
of that colony being filled by sending the 
Ist Battalion Munster Fusiliers from 
Fermoy. That regiment sailed on August 
23rd. We also provided regimental trans- 
port to await them on their arrival. A 
brigade division of field artillery was 
also detailed to strengthen the garrison, 
but its despatch was suspended in order 
to decide whether it should take its 
horses with it ; at the same time sanction 
was given for the provision of two 
months’ supplies for the force then in 
South Africa. To this period also be- 
longs the despatch of that gallant and 
skilful soldier Colonel Baden-Powell and 
other officers for the purpose of raising 
two regiments of mounted infantry with 
Maxim guns for the protection of the 
southern frontier of Rhodesia, and the 
eastern frontier of Bechuanaland. The 


money taken for this force under the | 


Estimates is £193,000, and if, as I hope 
and believe, Colonel Baden-Powell saves 
Mafeking, that will be one of the 
cheapest bargains this country ever 

Mr. Wyndhain. 


{COMMONS} 





made. These measures make up the 
first phase of the operations, and ac- 
count for the total of  24553,000 
shown on the first division of the 
White Paper. But, Sir, the South African 
Republic and—this is a point to be noted 
—also the Orange Free State, continued 
their military preparations. Large con- 
signments of ammunition were — scnt 
through Cape Colony and from Delagoa 
Bay into those Republics. On the 19th 
August the South African Republic 
offered the franchise after five years in 
return for the admission of their claim to 
international sovereignty, and on the 2nd 
September they withdrew that offer of 
the five years franchise. That brings me 
to the second phase of our defensive 
operations. On the 7th September the 
Government sanctioned the reinforcement 
of the garrison by 10,000 men for the 
defence of Natal. It was explained to the 
President of the Orange Free State that the 
measure was purely defensive. At the 
same time the Government sent to the 
Transvaal a despatch, the terms of which 
have been approved by all sections of 
opinion in this country. [wish to defend 
the Government and the War Cftice from 
the charge of not sending out a sufficient 
force at that time. Can it be urged that 
such a despatch should have been accom- 
panied by preparations for taking the 
offensive? The Government did not 
take that course, and I believe that the 
Government were perfectly right. The 
scheme for sending 10,000 men had been 
prepared weeks before in the War Office, 
in two alternative forms. First to send 
the men from home ; second to send them 
from India and the Mediterranean. The 
second was adopted by Lord Landsdowne 
as the most expeditious, and the least 
likely to dislocate the roster of reliefs. 
From India there were sent three 
cavalry regiments, three batteries of 
field artillery, and four battalions of 
infantry, at a total cost of £897,000. 
To make the difference between 8,900 and 
the 10,000 we sent from Aldershot the 
Ist Battalion Northumberland Fusiliers, 
but that battalion was not taken from the 
forces for home defence. It had 
no fixed station at home, and was 
on the foreign roster. It had been 
placed on Salisbury Plain to recover 
‘from the fatigues of Omdurman and of 
Crete. Three battalions were sent from 
the Mediterranean garrisons and three 
| batteries of field artillery from Alder- 
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shot. I should like to dwell on the con- 





points of view. ‘The first is that such 
battalions are fit for service on emergency. 
As tonumbers, while the seven battalions 
which formed the original garrison of 
South Africa had an average strength of 
994, the four sent from the Mediter- 
ranean had an average of 925, the two 
from home an average of 815, and the 
four from India an average of 920. And 
as to the age of the men, men who come 
from India must, by the terms of our 
contract with India, be over twenty years 
of age, and, in the other battalions de- 
spatched, the men were practically as well 
trained. I wish, therefore, to emphasise 
the fact that those battalions were not 
battalions of boys, nor were they 
‘squeezed lemons.” This crisis arose just 
before the troop season began and the 
men were men who for the best part of 
the year had been well trained. These 
measures, therefore, give us, in all, in 
South Africa 24,746 Regulars, trained 
and mature men, 6,000 at the Cape, 
13,000 at Natal, and 5,000 elsewhere. 
The other point of view is represented 
by the question whether such trans- 
ference of strength from one part of our 


answer, Yes, for a temporary purpose 
such as this. Consider the case of the 
Indian contingent. We had approached 
the Viceroy of India some time before 
asking him if in the event of an emergency 
arising he would be able to lend us any 
troops. The Viceroy had approved the 
plan months beforehand, and had himself 
indicated the number of units which he 
could spare. 


Mr. DAVITT: Can the hon. Gentle- 
man give the date of that request ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think it was in 
July. We did not ask him for the 
troops, but we asked him whether, if we 
were hard pressed in South Africa, he 
had any troops which he could lend to 
this country. It was he himself who in- 
‘dicated the number of troops he could 
spare. Yt was surely reasonable to hold 
that he could, for a temporary purpose, 
‘spare three cavalry regiments out of nine, 
three batteries of field artillery out of 
forty-two, and four battalions of infantry 
out of fifty-two—or, in all, 5,800 men out 








centration of these troops from two! 


Empire to another is legitimate. I 
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of 74,000 British regulars, while he retains 
an army of 140,000 natives officered by 
white men. And, again, the four bat- 
talions which came from the Mediter- 
ranean and from home can have their 
places filled by expediting the departure 
and retarding the return of other bat- 
talions whose places they should have 
filled, so that we effect the concentration 
of an additional 15,000 men, added to 
those at the Cape already, which brings 
up the number there to 25,000, with a net 
loss of one battalion on the home establish- 
ment. I dwell upon this point because it 
is constantly urged that our system is not 
sufficiently elastic. I do not think you 
need despair of « system which gives you 
such results as these; yet, if we review 
this case, we see that, while the authorised 
garrison of South Africa is two battalions 
of infantry and two companies of garrison 
artillery, we had, by July of this vear, 
increased it to six and a-half battalions 
of infantry, two regiments of cavalry, 
three batteries of field artillery, and one 
of mountain artillery, and yet, since July, 
we have been able, by borrowing only one 
battalion from the home roster, to add 
10} battalions of infantry, three regiments 
of cavalry, and six batteries of — field 
artillery without dislocating the system of 
reliefs or paralysing our home army as a 
creative and feeding machine. And note 
further that we could have supplemented 
this garrison in case of need by an addi- 
tional 10,000 men from home, for which a 
scheme was prepared. Another measure 
which belongs to this period is the sanction 
which was given for raising a body of 
Imperial Light Horse in Natal, the cost 
of which was £60,000. The total cost of 
the operations included in this second 
phase is shown in the second division of 
the White Paper as £1,441,000. But, 
Sir, the prospects in South Africa became 
still darker. I need not go into the 
reasons why things were so black, but a 
fortnight elapsed and no reply was forth- 
coming to our despatch. On 22nd Sep- 
tember the Government sent anether 
despatch expressing regret that no answer 
had been received. Now began a period 
of suspense. Ifthe door was no longer 
open, it was, at least, as the Leader of the 
House said the other night, ajar. The 
wind of words had dropped, and there was 
the ominous silence of the calm which 
precedes the storm. It was during this 
period that the Government authorised 
the despatch to South Africa of a large 
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body of the Army Service Co1ps—not a 
fighting force, but necessary to prepare 
the way fora fighting force, if such should 
have to he sent. On 27th September the 
Orange Free State Volksraad passed a 
resolution which constituted, as the event 
proved, an offensive alliance with the 
South African Republic against this 
country, and on 29th September, and not 
until then, the Cabinet authorised the 
despatch of a large field force from this 
country. I think it would be well for 
hon. Members to allude to this force as a 
field force, as when I am asked about the 
army corps I may forget for the moment 
what is meant, and in my_ replies 
mislead hon. Gentlemen.’ That field 
force is to be composed of. a 
cavalry division, making up a total of 
nearly 6,000 men; an army corps of 
about 32,000 men, and forces for lines of 
communication of about 9,000 men; the 
total estimated forces being about 47,763 
men, about 11,000 horses, 14,000 mules, 
and 2,650 wagons and other vehicles, 
with 114 guns. To send out a force of 
this magnitude we naturally had to mobi- 
lise. We mobilised eight cavalry regi- 
ments, fifteen batteries of field artillery, 
and four of horse artillery, and thirty-two 
battalions of infantry, besides other troops. 
To fill these regiments to war strength 
we called up a portion of the Reserve. 
The whole strength of the Reserve on 
October 1 was 81,000. We called up 
25,000, directing the men to report them- 
selves before October i7, and, after 
reckoning for absentees and invalids, we 
expected to get an effective force of 
21,000. Our expectations have been 
exactly verified. As October 17 drew 
near the men did not appear to be turn- 
ing up in very large numbers, but from 
my knowledge of military punctuality 
I guessed exactly when they would 
come in—that is, a little before, 
but not much before, the date 
for which they were summoned. As I 
have said, we expected to get 21,000 who 
were fit. We have received 21,067 such 
men. That really isa magnificent result. 
We are not sending out a single man 
under twenty years of age; and the 
whole of the fit men are men who have 
served for several years with the colours, 
and who have only been away from the 
colours from eighteen to six months. I 
am sure the Reservists would have come 
up in any event; but I think that part 
of the magnificent response to our call is 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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due to the fact that we have respected 
regimental feeling. I am prepared to. 
defend sentiment in the management of 
an army. Our field force consists of 
about 26,000 men who were with the: 
colours, and about 21,000 Reservists, ora 
total of 47,000. That may seem a large 
force, but it will not seem too large if we 
reflect that the two Republics, by juxta- 
position and situation, have the advantage 
of what is known in strategy as “ interior 
lines”; that is to say, they can attack 
with concentrated force at any point on a 
frontier of 2,020 miles. Let it be re- 
membered also that that frontier is 
everywhere some hundreds of miles from 
the sea. Lang’s Nek is 501 miles from 
Durban ; Mafeking is, I am_ sorry 
to say, 870 miles from Cape Town. 
And when we further consider that 
the whole area’ involved is in- 


habited by some 3,300,000 natives, it is. 


clear that considerations of humanity 
dictate that the Empire should make an 
unmistakable exhibition of its strength in 
order to rescue one of its greatest de- 
pendencies from the horrors of doubtful 
and dilatory operations. Again, I may 
be asked why we did not mobilise at once. 
The sanction for the calling out of the 
Reserves was obtained on 29th September. 
Why did we wait till October 9! The: 
answer is that no time would have been 
gained towards the despatch of a really 
effective force by mobilising before the 
immense quantities of supplies, and of 
transport vehicles and animals, which were 
required, could be got together. It isa 
fact, which may easily be overlooked, 
that even to embody three army corps 
for home defence, or to despatch two 
army corps to a country where facilities 
for locomotion and the accumulation of 
surplus supplies exist, would be, though 
a graver, yet a shorter and easier task 
than that which lay before us. We 
possessed the mobilisation transport for 
two army corps, but most of our wagons: 
were fitted with shafts. for draught, and 
all of them were fitted for draught 
by horses. We had therefore to convert 
them to pole draught for mules, and we 
had to apply South African brakes to all 
of them, and we had to substitute mule 
harness for the harness which we possessed; 
All the required vehicles of two. large: 
classes—viz., Seotch earts and American 
buck wagons, have been obtained in South 
Africa, the balance from our mobilisa- 


tion stores. And I may say that the 








me 


ee het ah oO 4 tl lUelCOU le 


h 


~ = = 














417 
first division of the army corps—that is, 
eight infantry battalions, three batteries | 
of artillery, and one squadron of cavalry, | 
will be shipped by Tuesday, the 24th, 
with 206 out of their total of 349 vehicles; | 
the others are being prepared to meet 
them on their arrival in South Africa. 
By Wednesday, the 25th, we hope to ship 
off in all, one cavalry regiment with two 
squadrons of another, one battery of 
horse artillery, and three batteries of | 
field artillery, nineteen battalions of in- | 
fantry, and eight companies of mounted 
infantry,making with the Royal Engineers, 
Army Service Corps, and Army Medical | 
Corps, a total of nearly 24,000 men in | 
less than six days. I may take this, 
opportunity of saying that our relations 
with the Admiralty, with which we are 
so closely associated in a transaction of 
this kind, have been, as always, of the 
most satisfactory nature. It has been 
simply a case of “ask and have.” The 
sums necessary for mobilising the field 
force of 47,000 men, for transferring it | 
6,000 miles over sea, for equipping it and | 
for maintaining it for four months in a | 
land destitute of surplus supplies, are in- | 
cluded in the third division of the White | 
Paper, and the cost is shown as £8,000,000. | 
And now, Sir, the question may well be | 
asked—Are we getting value for our 
money? Take the cavalry, as an example. | 
We are sending eight cavalry regiments 
at an average effective strength of 515 men 
and 516 horses, there are five already in | 
South Africa at an average strength of | 
510 men, the lowest of them has 475— 
that makes 13 regiments in all. Let 
us compare this with what we did 
in the time of the Crimean War. 
We sent to the Crimea fourteen cavalry | 
regiments. Their average strength on | 
embarkation was 345 men, and ten out of | 
the fourteen had less than 300 men apiece. | 
Take the case of the infantry. We are | 
sending twenty-five infantry battalions in | 
the army corps, and seven for the lines | 
of communication. That is thirty-two | 
battalions. These battalions embark at an | 
average strength of over 900 men. But | 
this does not account for the whole of the | 
£8,000,000 which is set down in the third | 
division of the White Paper; there are | 
other services included, and services of | 
the highest importance. I would desig- | 
nate them as parts of a policy of replace- 
ment. 
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| is obvious—your force for home defence 
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is weaker ; the second is less obvious but 
even more important—you will have 
diminished and damaged the machinery 
by which the army of to-day produces 
the army of to-morrow. If we once 
allow this machinery to become dislocated, 
to repair it requires not only money, but 
months, perhaps more than a year, of 
time. To quote the impressive words of 
the Commander-in-Chief— 


* Noamount of wealth, even when supported 
by patriotic willingness to enlist, can buy dis- 
cipline, training, and skilful leading. 


By despatching thirty-three battalions of 
infantry we destroy for the time thirty- 
three machines for training men, and for 
instructing officers in their simplest duties, 
and we break upthe morecomplex organism 
of brigades whichalonecaninstruct general 
and staff officers in skilful leading. The 
Government therefore has decided to 
embody thirty-three battalions of Militia. 
The prirciple we have followed is this, 
that whenever all the battalions of any 
regiment on the home establishment are 
absent from this country, we embody an 
affiliated Militia battalion. It so happens 
that we are sending out thirty-three 
battalions to South Africa, and that the 


| number of regiments left at home with- 


out any regular battalion will be also 


thirty-three. The two facts do not depend 


upon each other, but they happen to be 
the same. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition, who had so 


/ much to do with the conception and with 


the adoption of this system, will bear me 
out when I say we should have violated a 
fundamental principle of that system had 
we mobilised so large a force without 
embodying the Militia. The principle is 
that when all the battalions of a regiment 
are sent abroad we must call out the 
affiliated Militia battalion. I must safe- 
guard myself by saying that my right 
hon. friend reserves to himself the right 
of rejecting any Militia battalion affiliated 
to the regiment if it should appear in any 
case that that battalion is not in a fit 
state to be called out. There are some 
battalions which cannot always be con- 
veniently called out at all seasons of the 
year. But that is the principle, and I 
may assure the Committee that we intend 
to carry it out, reserving, however, the 


You cannot denude this country | right to make possible exceptions. These 


of such a large force as I have described | thirty-three battalions are embodied, 


without producing two results. 





The first | and the men under twenty years of age 
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left behind by the regiments despatched 
abroad are thus welded into the Militia 
battalion, so as to make what is called a 
provisional battalion. I do not know 
that I need trouble the Committee with 
any further justification of our action as 
Members seem to adopt it, but I have 
here the first document in which these 
principles were embodied, viz. the 
Report of General MacDougall’s Com- 
mittee of 1872, which received the sup- 


port of Mr. Cardwell, the present Secre- | 


tary of State for War, and the present 
Leader of the Opposition. Having taken 


the steps I have described it will be | 


within our power to reconstitute the 
regular troops. We shall again have at 
Aldershot a first cavalry brigade and an 
infantry division. In this £8,000,000 
we are also taking a sum which will 
enable us to raise seven of the cavalry 
regiments left behind from the lower 
to the higher establishment, and we are 
dealing with the artillery upon the same 
lines. We have sent out eighteen batta- 
lions of field artillery, leaving only thirty- 
one battalions at home, all upon the 
four-gun establishment. The Government 
propose to raise fifteen of those battalions 
to the six-gun establishment. Then we 
have sent out four battalions of Royal 
Horse Artillery, and we propose to raise 
four battalions left at home to the six- 
gun establishment. The only other ser- 
vice of this kind which comes under this 
head is that of mobilisation, clothing, and 
stores. I do not think I need argue that 
at any great length. If there was a case 
last March for having the clothing and 
stores of our mobilisation reserves ready, 
there will be as good a case now. There- 
fore the Government feel that they must 
ask for money to put the mobilisation 
clothing and stores back into the pigeon- 
hole from which it has just been taken. 
These steps, in the opinion of the 
Government, are absolutely necessary, 
unless we are content to exist as a 
nation on the sufferance of other 
Powers, and are prepared to destroy the 
machine which enables us to maintain 
our forces abroad. To sum up the whole 
situation. If the Committee sanctions 
the provisions for Imperial defence now 
submitted, we shall be no worse off next 
year, humanly speaking, than we have been 


this; men now serving with the colours | 


will be retained one year under the terms 

of their engagements ; some six infantry 

battalions will go abroad a year earlier 
Mr. Wyndham, 
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|and some five will return home a year 
later than would otherwise be the case. 
' That is the extent of the damage and dis- 
‘location done to the machinery of our 
‘home Army, although we have sent an 
‘army corps to South Africa. We do 
not aspire to emulate the vast armies of 
' Continental Powers, but we have, I 
believe, at our disposal an organisation at 
once elastic and elaborate, which is well 
adapted to the peculiar exigencies of an 
Empire dispersed over every Continent, 
‘and yet united by the command of the 
sea. Wecanadvance or retard our troop- 
ing season, maintain or deflect the ocean 
course of our transports. We can put 
our finger at any point on the pulse of 
our Army’s circulation about the world, 
and so produce a concentration where it 
is needed. Our system of military de- 
fence is based upon modern and scientific 
principles, which lay down that facility 
of interior communication is of more im- 
portance than the piling up of strength 
at predetermined points. We may regard 
our possessions the world over under the 
image of a series of defensive positions, 
and it is far better that they should be 
able to support each other than that each 
should, with Chinese rigidity, have its 
own quota locked up in a watertight com- 
partment. Sir, Iam glad that at a time 
when party lines are effaced, in so far as 
the granting of necessary supplies is con- 
cerned, we can, Government and Opposi- 
tion alike, lay claim to any merits which 
our system may possess. If Paul has 
planted, Apollos has watered. And by 
Paul I refer not to the ruler of a certain 
other State, but to the Leader of the 
Opposition and his celleagues of the 
early seventies. By Apollos I mean 
Conservative and Unionist Secretaries for 
War, from Mr. Gathorne-Hardy to my 
noble friend, who have been loyal te Mr. 
Cardwell’s ideas. I cannot say that and 
pass on without saying that the man who 
has done most to give energy and 
actuality to those ideas, the present 
Commander-in-Chief, has presided over 
our preparations during these months 
of exceptional effort in a manner which 
‘ought to win the recognition and _grati- 
tude of his countrymen. I hope I have 
not taken too roseate a view of this 
system. Iam the last man to holloa till 
I am out of the wood, or to claim a 
verdict till the cause has been heard ; but 
I must pay a tribute to the soldiers and 
civilians at the War Office, who, during 
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these arduous days, have proved them- | 


selves true men and willing servants of 
their country. Two bright features 
remain upon which I must say a word. 
The first is the spontaneous offers of 
assistance of all our self-governing 
colonies, without a single exception, 
which have been gladly accepted in the 
spirit in which they were made. And 
last, but not least, I would formally 
tender to the employers of labour 
in this country the thanks of Lord 
Lansdowne and Lord Wolseley. Their 
attitude, not less than the attitude of our 
colonies, marks an epoch in the history of 
our Imperial defence. Sir, I have done. 
I have tried to show the nature of the 
call made upon our Army, and the manner 
of its response to that call. Had this 
machine, so carefully constructed during 
nineteen years, failed to give an adequate 
response for the mere purpose of despatch- 
ing this expedition to South Africa, we 
might indeed have despaired. But it has 
not failed. It has done more. After 
meeting that call, it remains practically 
unimpaired for the two purposes of main- 
taining our Army abroad and of providing 
for home defence. That is, I hold, a source 
of legitimate satisfaction in the present, 
and an encouragement to further effort 
on the same lines in the future. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am sure that everybody has listened 
with the greatest interest and the greatest 
admiration to the eloquent as well as the 
most absorbingly interesting statement 
which the hon. Member has just made. 
The usual phrase that, after very long 
experience, [ know is applied in similar 
cases to such a statement is that it is 
lucid. But “lucid” goes a very short 
way towards reaching the limits of the 
merits of the statement just made. And 
among the other qualities which I dis- 
cerned, and which everybody must have 
discerned, in it there was a freshness and 
gaiety which were perfectly charming, 
especially in the representative of the 
best abused and most freely denounced 
Department in Her Majesty’s Service— 
namely, that office in Pall Mall which 
controls Her Majesty’s military forces. 
But, before I say anything with reference 
to what the hon. Gentleman has told us in 
his statement, let me say one word as to the 
matter to introduce which he had to inter- 
rupt his speech. This day, at all events, we 
pass away from the region of words to 
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the region of events. Events are now, I 
venture to say, if I read the general feeling 
of my countrymen—events are what we 
look to with greater anxiety than to the 
quarrels of politicians, or the criticisms of 
those who take different views on great 
and momentous questions of State policy. 
These are for the moment, I will not say 
silenced, but, at all events, put into the 
shade, by the events of the war, for which 
we are listening, and of which we are now 
commencing to hear accounts. The infor- 
mation the hon. Gentleman has given us 
to-day is enough to encourage us so far, 
but, at the same time, to make us take a 
sad and sober view of what we are doing. 
* Let not him that girdeth on his harness 
boast himself as he that putteth it off,” 
and when we hear of a gallant deed here, 
of a gallant action there, carried out by 
our own countrymen who are risking their 
lives on our behalf, and when we hear at 
the same time that there have been ter- 
rible losses, I think everybody here must 
begin to realise a little more than they did 
when they were discussing Blue Books 
and despatches, what a serious matter war 
The hon. Gentleman has, indeed, 
been most fortunate in his opportunity to 
day, because, as I have already said, 
speaking on behalf of a Department which 
has been denounced on all hands and 
ridiculed in the public prints and in this 
House and everywhere, he has been able 
to show how admirably they have dis- 
charged the task entrusted to them ; and, 
speaking of the system of organisation in 
our Army, for which hardly anybody 
sometimes has a good word to say, he has 
been able to prove triumphantly that it 
has completely fulfilled the purpose for 
which it was created. As one of the oldest 
War Office hands alive, and still moving, I 
thank the hon. Gentleman for the way in 
which he spoke of those who preceded 
him. I look back to those days when Lord 
Cardwell and his colleagues at the War 
Office sat on that bench and introduced 
certain reforms amid the greatest and 
most strenuous opposition, and I remem- 
ber how bravely they bore the brunt of 
the attacks made upon them—how com- 
pletely they were supported by soldiers 
of advanced opinion hke Lord Wolseley ; 
and although there may, no doubt, be 


1S. 


‘some points on which mistakes were 


made, some errors of judgment in par- 
ticular parts of the general system, we 
may congratulate ourselves that the 
system has been brought to the condition 
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the hon. Gentleman has been able to lay 
before us. But the fact of all others 
which I think is most gratifying to us is 
the extraordinary way in which the Army 
Reserve men have come back to the 
colours, and just, let it be observed, at a 
time, perhaps, more trying for the experi- 
ment than any other that could have 
been selected. Ata moment when men 
are out of work and wages are low, you 
can imagine that a recall to the colours 
would be the salvation of many of the 
men so called; but at this time, when 
everyone is fully occupied and every- 
thing is in a high state of prosperity, 
and when there is a demand for labour 
in every quarter, that these men should 
abandon the positions they have secured 
and come back to fulfil their duty is the 
greatest honour to them, and a great 
proof of how we can depend on their 
patriotism and fidelity. I am glad, too, 
to recognise, as [ said the other day, and 
as the hon. Gentleman did, the way—the 
generous way—in which employers of 
labour have acted in this emergency. 
The hon. Gentleman has described to us 
in a most interesting way all the details 
by which the present force in South 
Africa has been built up. I am not one 
who, on the merits of the case, would 
blame him on the ground that action 
has not been taken earlier. Allusion 
has been made to phrases of mine 
with reference to the necessity for 
war and military preparations. Let it 


be remembered that any phrase of that 


sort used by a public man in my position 
is based on the information he possesses 
and upon his estimate, made from the 
Papers and other sources of information 
submitted to him, of the real position of 
affairs and of the possible casus belli. It 
was, of course, in view of that I have 
again and again expressed the opinion 
until quite recently that there was no 
cause for war, and, therefore, no cause for 
extraordinary warlike preparations ; but 
by that I did not exclude the necessity 
that always lies on the military Depart- 
ment to secure that the forces that we 
have throughout the world should be in 
a proper state of equipment and fitness 
for the work they are intended to do. 
The hon. Gentleman has referred to the 
fact that we have a large force of 9,000 or 
10,000 men in South Africa which was 
practically, or to a very large extent, 
destitute of transport. That was a case 
in which any money spent for the pur- 


Sir H Campbell-Bannerman. 
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pose of equipping that force and of making 
it mobile for the purposes for which it 
alone exists was absolutely necessary. 
With regard to the question of transport 
T have always been one of those in this 
House who regard with a certain amount 
of doubt the theories put forward that 
when we have built up the thing we call 
an army corps we should forthwith 
proceed to provide it with the full trans- 
port it migh. require. That is a very 
good and necessary thing in the case of 
a Continental army which will operate in 
a conterminous and homogeneous country. 
I am glad the hon. Gentleman has pointed 
out what I think is the misnomer of 
“army corps,” and has adopted the proper 
phrase, “ field force.” With us, when we 
are called upon to send a field force 
abroad, who is to know beforehand 
in what part of the world it will have 
to operate, whether in Asia, Africa, 
Europe, or America, and whether the 
cransport will require to be that of horses 
and earts, or camels, or mules, or ele- 
phants, or automobiles, or any other 
means of moving weights that can be 
imagined? So that for us in our par- 
ticular position to spend a great deal of 
money in continually keeping up a great 
establishment of transports, solely for 
European or home purposes, would be pre- 
posterous, and that is shown by the fact 
that in this particular case we have already 
had to alter our wagons, in order to suit 
the nature of the country in South Africa 
where they are to be used. There was 
one point on which the hon. Gentleman 
touched as to which I should like to say 
a word or two, and that is the borrowing 
of some regiments from India. I do not 
say that it is an improper thing to do; I 
do not say that it is not a great advantage 
to this country to be able to do that, but 
it introduces a very serious element into 
the financial relations between the two 
countries. The financial relations between 
the Imperial and the Indian authorities 
with regard to military matters have 
always been a matter of controversy, and 
I believe that, although Royal Com- 
missions have sat to consider the question, 
none of them has ever come to any con- 
clusion. I rather think we are in that 
position now; there has been a long 
inquiry which has come to nothing, be- 
cause the theories of the two countries 
are perfectly irreconcilable. We have on 
the part of this country always argued 


that we are entitled to charge India—I 
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am stating it very broadly—with almost 
everything that can possibly be held to be 


advantageous to her purposes in our | 


military system, because she can always 
fall back and rely upon us and because 
this country is the reservoir for the mili- 
tary purposes of India. But India con- 


tends that she ought only to pay for the | 


article she receives, andshould pay nothing 
for those subsidiary advantages of which 
I have spoken. If we are to begin to use 
India on a large scale as a reservoir 
from which to draw troops for our 
own purposes, the argument _ shifts 
materially, and I am _ afraid the 
case for some greater consideration for 
India will be greatly strengthened. And 
when it is said that the excuse here is 
that the maintenance of a coaling station 
at the Cape of Good Hope is necessary 
for Indian purposes, I do not think that 
is a consideration so direct or so strong as 
materially to modify what I have just 
said, Although this is no affair of mine, 
and I do not propose to meddle with it 
myself, yet there has always been a 
strong opinion among well-informed men 
acquainted with India that the military 
expenditure of India is too great and that 
the force maintained there is larger than 
is required for Indian purposes. I 
believe the theory put forward by India 
has always been of late years that the 
number of British troops maintained in 
India is certainly more than is required 
at present, and if it is found that you can 
casually take away 5,000 or 10,000 men 
without any difference being discovered, 
that contention will be materially strength- 
ened. But these are rather considerations 
for the future. I have no objection what- 
ever to raise to the fact that these regi- 
ments from India have been made use of 
if in the opinion of the Government of 
India they are available. As to the em- 
bodiment of the Militia, I am very glad 
that that has been resorted to. It has 
always been part of the provisional 
scheme for the defence of the country 
and for military defence generally that 
the Militia should be used ; and all of 
those who have had any responsibility in 
the matter have maintained that while 
we repeatedly and almost continuously 
allowed the Army to be greatly injured 
by having too many battalions abroad 
and too few at home to feed those abroad, 
we all that time neglected what was a 
part of the original system—namely, 


that in the case of two sister battalions | 
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being abroad there should be immediately 
a depot provided at home for the purpose 
of supplying them; and that the Militia 
battalions ought to be embodied and con- 
stituted into provisional battalions, taking 
the younger men of the line battalions 


‘which are abroad. That appears to me 


exactly what we have always maintained. 
I have no criticisms to offer either of a 
friendly or unfriendly character on the 
statement which was made by my hon. 
friend. I congratulate the Under Secre- 
tary upon being able to occupy his posi- 
tion at so triumphant a moment as this— 
triumphant I mean from the point of view 
of the Department he represents. There 
is only one other point to which I will 
refer, ‘one to which the hon. Member re- 
ferred at the close of his speech, and that 
is the action taken in regard to this war 
by the colonies—not only those more 
immediately connected with that part of 
the world in which the operations are 
taking place, but even the more remote 
parts. Nothing could be more indica- 
tive of the close feelings of  rela- 
tionship and friendship, and _— of 
the gratitude whieh prevails there 
towards the mother country, than what 
has just taken place. They do not in- 
quire very much as to the reason why— 
theirs but to come forward and help the 
mother country when the mother country 
desires it. That is precisely the spirit 
that every patriotic man wishes to 
encourage, and I trust that in any pos- 
sible way that is open to us we shall be 
always careful—it is a matter irrespective- 
of politics — the Government should 
always be careful to reciprocate similar 
feelings towards the colonies, and lose no 
opportunity of letting them see that we- 
have the same feelings towards them as 
they have displayed towards us. 


*Stir CHARLES DILKE: The hon. Mem- 
ber the Under Secretary for War, in his 
statement, which the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion has not praised more strongly than it 
deserves, made an allusion to something 
which I said the other day regarding the 
drawing of the troops from India, a matter 
which has also been taken up by the 
Leader of the Opposition. Upon this sub- 
ject I agree with every word that fell 
from him, and it is not necessary for me 
to say anything myself in reply. There 
is really no difference of opinion between 
the Under Secretary and myself as far as 
his statement is concerned. The hon. 
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Member has spoken of this matter as a 
temporary expedient, and has given his 
reasons for sending out the Indian troops. 
I agree with his view, and so does the 
Leader of the Opposition. Some time ago 
I ventured to express the same view with 
regard to the political bearing of this 
‘question which the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition has expressed to-day. The right 
hon. Gentleman has so completely stated 
my view that it is unnecessary for me to 
say more. The Leader of the Opposition— 
himself a great defender of the War Office 
—has described this as a day of triumph 
for the War Office. I cannot, however, 
but think that this triumph is arrived at by 
considering oniy matters as to which there 
never was any difference of opinion. In 
recent times there never was the slightest 
doubt as to the Reserves coming up in 
answer to a call. In the old days I know 
there was some doubt, but never in 
recent days. On the contrary, in the year 
1882, when a similar experiment was tried, 
the Reserves came up exactly as they are 
doing now. It has always been admitted, 
both by friends and opponents of the 
War Office, that when the emergency was 
suflicient to make it necessary to call out 
the Reserves by proclamation they would 
be available. This is not a point upon 
which there has ever been any difference 
of opinion. Nothing that has ever been 
said here, or written outside by the 


leading War Office critics, has ever 


thrown any doubt upon that point. As 
regards the Militia, it has always been 
generally admitted that the embodiment 
of the Militia is a proper step to take 
whenever both battalions of a linked 
regiment were out of the country at the 
same time. The reason why I consider 
we are somewhat premature in congratu- 
lating the War Office upon the triumph 
arrived at is because there has not been 
the slightest reference made to the weakest 
of all the points of our military system— 
I mean the enormous, the frightful 
cost of that system. I would remind the 


House that the cost of our land services | 
and fixed defence in the Empire in| 


this year is £43,000,000 © sterling 
per annum, with the addition of this 


£10,000,000, which makes a total of | 
£53,000,000 sterling. I think the Com- | 
mittee will see that to take into considera- | 


tion the War Office successes in mobilisa- 

tion without any regard to the cost 

incurred is to state only one-half of the 

problem which is involved. The Under 
Sir Charles Dilke. 
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Secretary has defended the working of 
the present system as illustrated by the 
mobilisation, upon three heads—home 
defence, expeditionary forces, and garri- 
sons. When this matter comes to be 
discussed in February next in the full 
knowledge of all that has occurred, and 
the information afforded by the Estimates, 
I think there will be a great deal to be 
said upon all those heads. With regard 
to the classification alluded to by the 
Under Secretary, I take exception to his 
statement in which he speaks of the home 
Army as being kept here for the purpose 
of defending the kingdom. ‘That is not 
the purpose for which:the Army is here. 
The Navy is a sufficient defence of this 
kingdom against any probable expedi- 
tionary attack. The British Army is essen- 
tial to us for the purpose of attack upon 
our opponents, by which, after the success 
of the Navy, a war alone can be brought 
to an end. Therefore, it is from the 
point of view of our power to send expe- 
ditionary forces across the sea that this 
matter should be considered, and not from 
the point of view of defence here at home. 
The garrison side of the question is one 
which has been entirely begged. Up to 
now the Army has been unable to meet 
the strain which the garrisons put upon 
it. The Government made a considerable 
increase three years ago in the numbers 
of the Army for the purpose of trying to 
meet that strain, but they have not 
actually raised the number of men for 
that purpose. Of course, many of us fear 
that the result of the present military 
operations will be another very heavy 
increase of that strain on the garrisons 
abroad. As the Army authorities at the 
present time have not succeeded in meet- 
ing the necessities of the case as regards 
those garrisons, it is reasonable to suppose 
that those difticulties will be intensified 
in the future. Those difficulties have not 
been met ; indeed, they are driven at the 
present moment to all kinds of expedients, 
' because the full number which was ex- 
pected has not yet been arrived at. At 
the present time several coaling stations 
which are supposed to be garrisoned 
by British battalions are garrisoned by 
other troops in order to try to relieve the 
|strain. With regard to the garrison at 
| Mauritius we have been using Indian 
| troops there apart from our own, and so 
= are some of the stratagems to 


which the War Office has been forced 
that there is even a battalion which was 
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raised for local service in Africa now being 
used to defend a coaling station. I merely 
mentioned these instances to show that 
the Army has not succeeded in solving 
the difficulties of our garrisons. The 
Under Secretary laid stress only on the 
points where there has been success when 
mobilisation took place, and he put aside 
in his defence those matters in which we 
entertained the greatest doubt. Besides 
the examples which I have given I desire 
to point to the composition of the staff of 
the expeditionary force which is being 
sent out to South Africa. I am sure 
there could be no more brilliant staff of 
officers brought together for this special 
purpose, although they have not been 
connected with the units or the groups of 
units with which they have been sent out 
in that particular capacity in which they 
will have to rule them. In Germany as 
regards the brigades and the regiments 
of several battalions the men who are 
with them in time of war are the men 
who have trained them in time of peace. 
Another matter upon which the War 
Office has said nothing here to-night 
is one which it is premature to dis- 
cuss to-night, and which we = cannot 
discuss until February, or until the war is 
over, after the War Office have themselves 
given us the information necessary for its 
discussion. I allude to the particulars 
with regard to the composition of the 
various battalions which have gone out, 
the number of the men, the reasons why 
men have been left behind, and the extent 
to which they have been filled up by 
Reserve men. There is one matter with 
regard to what has taken place in the 
last few weeks which has raised a very 
grave doubt in my mind, and that is the 
illustration that the recent mobilisation 
has given us as to the insufficiency in this 
country of the supply of horses in time of 
peace. The call which has been made upon 
the supply of horses seems to have been 
greater than I should have anticipated 
myself would have been necessary in the 
event of so partial a mobilisation as that 
which has taken place. I ventured to put 
hefore the Committee in February last 
the view that we do not keep up a 
sufficient supply of horses for the 
calls which are likely to be made upon 
our Army from time to time. The only 
other point with regard to which I should 
like some information is this: My hon. 
friend the Under Secretary for War 
spoke of replacement at the conclusion of | 
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his remarks, and of the number of men 
he proposed to raise to effect that re- 
placement. I do not quite understand 
how he expects to obtain those men, for 
he is still very far short of the establish- 
ment which this House has already voted. 
If, therefore, the brisk recruiting which a 
war always produces has not filled up that 
deficiency, how does the hon. Member 
expect to get the additional number 
under the present system to give him the 
increased establishment which he proposes 
now to maintain? Upon that point 1 
confess that I was not able to understand 
his remarks, and perhaps on some future 
occasion he will explain. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, $.E.): It is 
hardly necessary for me to criticise the 
speech of the right hon. Baronet, although 
I think he has been rather too optimistic. 
That, however, is a way which they have 
on the other side. As the Government 
have decided to embody the Militia and 
call out the Militia Reserve, I desire to 
congratulate them upon having taken that 
step. I hope that in the future the War 
Office will regard the Militia more 
seriously, for that force is not in a par- 
ticularly rosy condition at the present 
moment. At the last training they were 
something like 10,000 below their strength, 
and if you deduct the Militia Reserve— 
which is really the Army Reserve—and 
also the number of men, calculated at 
about 22,000, who are recruits, and who 
have not gone through a musketry course, , 
and in addition to that the men passing 
from the Militia to the Line, you have, 
instead of a force of 129,000 strong, 
hardly 40,000. These men have no 
mobilised artillery, no staff, and no trans- 
port, but I do not intend now to 
criticise the proposals of the Government 
under this particular head I am very 
glad that they are going to embody 
these Militia battalions, because then the 
country will be able to judge as to their 
actual numbers. A man very frequently 
enlists in half a dozen regiments, and 
consequently the War Office counts that 
one man six times over. With regard to 
our system of mobilisation I have not 
always been a fanatical admirer of it, but 
on this occasion I think the War Oftice 
have disappointed the fondest hopes of 
their bitterest enemies, and they have 


done very well in this particular juncture 


and crisis, more particularly in regard 
to the mobilisation and the sending. 
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out of kit, baggage, transport, and 
arms all over the country. I venture to 
remark that in this respect we have not 
got a good system. Of course it is rather 
difficult to speak upon this subject at the 
present moment. The Reservists from 
all parts of the country are called upon 
to join their regiments, and their arms 
and kit are not with the regiment. They 
are generally at the depot, and the difti- 
culty is that the Reservist has to go back 
from one place to the other. I am very 
glad that the idea that the First Army 
Corps—which some of us have always 
regarded as a phantom—had any exist- 
ence has now been exploded and found 
out. The War Office, in reply to all our 
complaints for many years, when we told 
them they had got more general ofticers 
than battalions, or that they had 13,000 
Dragoons and only 8,000 horses, have 
said, “ Yes, but we have got the First 
Army Corps, at Aldershot, ready go any- 
where.” Recent events have practically 
shown that that Army Corps does not exist, 
because if it did exist surely the Govern- 
ment would have sent out the corps 
which they arenowsendingoutamonthago, 
instead of waiting to send them during 
the next few weeks, for some of us think 
they ought to have been in South Africa 
six weeks ago. But this is not the time 
to criticise the conduct of the War Office, 
and Iam the last man todo it. Iam 
not astonished at anything the War 
Office might do, but I am astonished at 
the successful and workmanlike manner 
in which they have carried through their 
arrangements in the present crisis. 


*CoLONEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince): I desire to congratulate the 
Government upon their decision to call 
out the Militia. I also believe they are 
doing right in sending out a large force 
to South Africa, because although it may 
cost more money, vet it will be sure to 
save blood. The Boer Army is much 
more formidable than it is supposed to be, 
and it has been trained to the use of arms ; 
hitherto it has been the only force which, 
as a whole, used armsof precision precisely. 
1 think great credit is also due to the War 
Oftice for the manner in which they have 
carried out the mobilization of this force. 
I know that for many years very hard 
work has been done in the War Oftice De- 
partment which never meets the eye. 
Great credit is due to the officers 
now serving in the Department, and 
Major Rasch. 
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also to the Commander-in-Chief, to Sir 
Redvers Buller, Sir Coleridge Grove, 
Sir John Ardagh, and other officers 
whom I could name for this result. I 
think we also ought to congratulate our 
Reservists for their promptness in coming 
up, for many of them had to leave their 
families and situations where they were 
getting high rates of pay. I see that at 
the Wellington Barracks the Guards have 
practically all turned out, and it was one 
of the finest sights I have ever seen, when 
the Duke of Cambridge made his inspec- 
tion. 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): A more admirable statement 
than that which has been made by the 
Under Secretary for War could not pos- 
sibly have been delivered. The clear way 
in which the hon. Member has stated all 
that has been done by the military autho- 
rities in the campaign in which we are 
now engaged gave the utmost satisfaction 
to all who have watched the proceedings. 
The hon. Gentleman referred especially to 
the enormous debt which the country 
owes to Lord Wolseley, the present Com- 
mander-in-Chief, for the manner in which 
he has carried out the mobilisation, and 
the way in which he has been assisted by 
the officers under him. Great changes 
took place after I had been in the Army 
a few years, and I always felt convinced 
that the proposals of Mr. Cardwell and 
those who worked with him in 1872 
wouid eventually bear good fruit, and from 
what the Under Secretary has stated, I 
think that statement has been fully justi- 
fied. I believe the satisfactory way in 
which the Reservists have responded to 
our call has been largely due to the terri- 
torial system which has been so greatly 
insisted upon by the present Commander- 
in-Chief, in which he has been supported 
by the War Office. I rejoice to find that 
the Reserve men of my old regiment— 
the Royal Welsh Fusiliers—have, with- 
out a single exception, responded to the 
call made to them, and they will embark 
for South Africa on Monday next. I am 
not going to detain the Committee at any 
length, but I do earnestly desire to ex- 
press a hope with regard to the Reservists 
that the Government will do everything 
they possibly can when the Reservists are 
released to help them to find employment, 
and to prevent any distress arising among 
their wives and families during their 


‘absence. I hope the Government will set 
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a good example to the whole country by 
holding such posts as are filled at the 
present time by Reservists open for them 
on their return. The way the employers 
of labour in our great towns—in Shettield 
and elsewhere—have assisted the Govern- 
ment of this country in this crisis must 
meet with hearty recognition everywhere. 
I know a firm in Sheffield who have de- 
cided to give half-pay to the wives and 
families of all the Reservists in their em- 
ploy during their absence, no matter how 
long the campaign may take. I feel sure 
that the Militia will respond most heartily 
to the appeal which has been made to it. 
The only regret will be that some of our 
Volunteer battalions have not been called 
out, and I do hope that if the emergency 
arises the Volunteers will be given an 
opportunity of showing their patriotism 
and their desire to help the Government 
in this crisis. 


CoLonEL WELBY (Taunton): As 
one who has sometimes been regarded as a 
professional critic of the War Office, 
perhaps | may be permitted to add my 
testimony to the excellent work of the 
Department on this occasion. With re- 
gard to the equipment of the cavalry it is 
perfectly true that the vacancies have 
heen filled up by our Reservists, but I do 
not think the Under Secretary of State 
for War is aware of the great number of 
horses that have had to be taken from 
other regiments for this purpose. The 
result of this course is that the regi- 
ments which are remaining at home 
are very much denuded of their horses. 
There is another point, to which the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean referred, and that is that this 
force—which may be more truly called 
an expeditionary force than an army 
corps—has a temporary staff. The best 
officers in the kingdom have been chosen 
and the very best staffs have been 
selected, but, as the right hon. Baronet 
has pointed out, the generals have never 
worked together before, and have never 
worked with their staffs, and the staffs 
have never worked with the regiments. 
In this war we have to meet the Boers, 
who, happily, have no regular army 
and no staffs, and therefore we 
do not meet them at a disadvan- 
tage. But we cannot work under the 
sume advantage as if each staff and 
regiment had been trained together, and 
I am sure it is misleading to the people of 
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this country to talk about an army corps 
|as if on mobilisation we had the same 
efficient staffs as foreign nations have. I 
| do hope that when a statement is made 
after the war the Under Secretary will be 
able to tell us to what extent the generals 
‘and their staffs who have been called out 
would have been selected if the First 
| Army Corps had been mobilised against a 
European force. I am certain, if the War 
Office can make the three Army Corps to 
which the Under Secretary has referred a 
reality, that this country will be suffi- 
ciently strong to defend itself against any 
possible attack. 


CotonEL MILWARD  (Stratford-on- 
Avon): I «lso join in congratulating the 
Under Secretary for War on his very able 
and lueid statement. Of course, it is 
impossible to criticise the statement before 
us, because the figures are for the most 
part estimates on rather a broad scale of 
what we may have to spend. At this 
stage I venture to suggest—although it 
may be unpopular—that the economy 
always exercised by the War Office may, 
as far as possible, be exercised in connec- 
tion with the expedition we are now 
sending out. It seems to me rather a 
large estimate that for the purpose 
of placing 60,000 men in the field 
for six months we should require ten 
millions sterling, whereas the annual cost 
for our Army and Reserve, numbering 
between 500,000 and 600,009 men, is only 
twenty-two millions. Although I sincerely 
hope that the estimate may err on the 
right side, I trust that every economy 
will be used in the expenditure of the 
money. Of course we hope that the 
money will not have to be paid by 
England—— 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
That question does not arise on this 
Vote. 


CoLtoNEL MILWARD: One other 
question has been raised in this debate, 
as to the English troops coming from 
India. I know it has been asked whether 
they can be spared, and if they can be 
spared for the purposes of this expe- 
dition, why cannot they be spared 
permanently. During the last few 
years a great number of our troops 
have been engaged on the Indian frontier, 
and when there was a scare we have been 
obliged to send troops all over India. I 
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am glad to know that the war policy in 
India has been abandoned, and I hope, if 
the troops being now sent from India can 
be spared, that they can be spared per- 
manently. I regret very much that none 
of our Indian native troops under English 
officers have been used in this expedi- 
tion. I know that this also is an un- 
popular view, and I know the arguments 
advanced against it, but I feel myself that 
on occasions of this kind we should prove 
the solidarity of our Empire and_ its 
defences. These troops, under our own 
ofticers, have marched side by side with 
our own men, and have proved well 
worthy, at any rate, of being entrusted 
with the holding of the line of communi- 
cation in South Africa. 


Mr. DAVITT: Why do you not give 
them the franchise ? 


CotonEL MILWARD: I only ex- 
press what is a widespread feeling in 
India, that some of our native troops 
should have been included in this expedi- 
tion. In conclusion, I desire to con- 
gratulate the Under Secretary for War 
on his statement. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I am afraid, if we have economy as 
it is exercised by the War Office, that 
we shall not have a very economical 
campaign, because I have never yet 
heard that the War Office was_ re- 
garded as an exemplar in economy. 
The hon. and = gallant Member who 
has just sat down pointed out that 
economy was not being exercised in this 
particular case, because, although the 
total cost of our Army is_ only 
£22,000,000, we are positively spending 
£10,000,000 in sending troops to South 
Africa. We know perfectly well that 
that is only the commencement of the 
sums we will be called upon to vote. 
Let us thoroughly understand what we 
are doing on the present occasion. The 
Government are not only asking power 
to raise 35,000 men, but practically they 
are taking power to raise 49,000. If it 
were only a temporary emergency we 
might be able to say that this would not 
be a burden on us, but has the House 
ever known a case in which an addition 
has been made to the Army, where, after 
the emergency has passed, the Army 
has been reduced? We know perfectly 


{COMMONS} 


well that the result of this war will be | 


Colonel Milward. 
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to increase the calls on the Army, because 
we shall have to have a large garrison in 
South Africa. Therefore we ought 
thoroughly to understand that not only 
shall we have the temporary expenditure 
connected with this campaign, but that by 
engaging in it we shall add a large per- 
manent charge to the military establish- 
ment of this country, and through it on 
the pockets of the taxpayers. For my 
part I have relieved my mind by voting 
twice already against the Government—I 
have voted in favour of arbitration, and 
also against the diplomacy of the Colonial 
Secretary—and I shall vote on every 
occasion on which I get an opportunity 
against this iniquitous and impolitic 
war. I wash my hands entirely of it. We 
know the Government have a majority, 
and we know it is difficult to ask the 
House to vote against the defence of the 
Empire when it is attacked ; although, so 
far as we are concerned, we believe it to 
be a defensive operation as far as the 
Boers are concerned. [Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD- 
BARTLETT laughed.| Why does the 
hon. Gentleman laugh? He comes here 
as a military authority, but what does he 
know about it? He struts around Con- 
stantinople, but why does he not fight 
himself? He prefers to fight by proxy, 
like a good many more. We on this 
side have protested against this 
war, and I thank God that by the 
Division last night the Liberal party has 
shown that it has nothing, and will have 
nothing, to do with this vile war. 


Mr. DAVITT: I listened to the able 
statement of the Under Secretary for War, 
and I wondered whether hon. Members 
hearing about the mobitisation and the 
other arrangements for the killing of man 
did not feel ashamed that they were not 
for some higher and nobler purpose than 
the stealing away of the independence of 
two little Republics. I am convinced that 
sooner or later a better and higher feeling 
will obtain, if not in this House, certainly 
outside it. I can take no pleasure in the 
news coming from the field of battle— 
either of your soldiers now writhing in 
the agony of wounds received on the 
battle-field, or of the slaughter on the 
other side. I look upon it all as a hideous 
and damnable massacre, and I take no 
responsibility for it. Many as have been 
the piratical expeditions sent from the 
shores of England in years gone by, | 
question whether such a magnificent 
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robbing force has been sent abroad before. 
Perphaps it is because the prize to be won 
is one of the wealthiest and largest which 
has ever tempted the cupidity of England 
and the British Empire. We are asked 
to vote 35,000 men, and in addition the 
taxpayers will have to pay for the 25,000 
other soldiers already in South Africa. 
Surely this is calling on the people of 
these three kingdoms to go to unnecessary 
expense, for the fighting force to be 
provided actually outnumbers _ the 
adult male Dutch in Natal, the Orange 
Free State, the South African Republic, 
and Rhodesia. Our contention is that 
with the troops now in South Africa and 
the Uitlanders you have enough and 
more than enough to contend against the 
available forces on the other side. Our 
argument, therefore, is that there is no 
need for the money or the men we are 
asked to vote to-night. The Under Secre- 
tary for War said in a very pretty sentence 
in his speech that this country forbore to 
threaten as long as it was permitted to 
persuade. The hon. Member must not 
have read Sir Alfred Milner’s despatches, 
and must not have troubled his mind 
with the writings in the papers of his 
party—the Jingo press. During the 
last two or three months these organs 
have been endeavouring to drive the South 
African Republic and the Orange Free State 
into war in order to serve your purpose, 
and I think that was made pretty plain 
last night by men of your own party 
whose patriotism cannot be called into 
question. The Under Secretary for War 
boasted about the success of the Army 
system, but that boast reads somewhat 
strangely in the light of another boast 
made by the Commander-in-Chief, who 
said that if it were reanired an Army 
Corps—one of the best in the world— 
could be shipped from the shores of 


England within a week to any part of the | 


world. War was declared on 11th October, 


and I do not think this Army’ 


Corps will have left the shores of 


The Under Secretary for War complained 
that the South African Republic and the 
Orange Free State had been augmenting | 
their armaments for some time, which | 
compelled the Government to send re- | 
inforeements constantly to South Africa, | 
but in a previous sentence in his speech | 
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before the knowledge of the increasing 
armaments of the South African Republic 
and the Orange Free State had reached 
the Government. It is obvious, therefore, 
that it was the British Government which 
first began arming for the bloody war 
which has now taken place. The Under 
Secretary for War also boasted that 
the Government had borrowed 5,000 
troops from India, and the hon. and 
gallant Member who has just sat down 
expressed his regret that these troops 
were not native Indian troops. Well, I 
venture to say that the First Lord of the 
Treasury, who gave to this country and 
to the world a promise that such troops 
would not be used against the enemies of 
England in South Africa, represented a 
better feeling than that expressed by the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman. But if the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman takes legiti- 
mate pride in the loyalty of the Indian 
native troops, why does he not show some 
recognition for their services? Why does 
he not give these British subjects the 
franchise, or that liberty which corre- 
sponds to that open to the Uitlanders in 
the South African Republic? The state- 
ment that the Government have borrowed 
5,000 troops from India indicates two 
things—one that these troops are not 
necessary for your purpose in India, and 
should not be sent back; and the other 
that the people of India should not be 
called upon to pay for them. We in 
Ireland will have to pay against our 
wishes and convictions towards the ex- 
pense of this war, but I hope that the 
Government will not be mean enough to 
call on the people of India to pay for 
these 5,000 troops. The Under Secretary 
for War contended that the forces of the 


South African Republic and the Orange 


Free State had the advantage of being 
able to concentrate at any point 
within their own borders; but what 


_about the British auxiliaries at present 


within the theatre of war? I contend, if 


, you take the relative Dutch and British 
England for at least another month. | 


inhabitants within the theatre of war, 
that, apart altogether from your troops, 
there are 30,000 more adults on your side 
than on the side of the Dutch. 


An Hon. MEMBER: They are unarmed. 


Mr. DAVITT: But can you not arm 


the hon. Member said that the Governors ; them? They are subjects of the richest 
of Natal and the other British colonies | Empire in the world, and surely you are 
had been pressing for reinforcements ; not going to contend that you have 
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neglected to send sufficient rifles and 
ammunition to South Africa. You need 
not send 50,000 or 60,000 more troops to 
South Africa, because the adult males are 
more numerous among the English than 
among the Dutch, and therefore you 
ought to have more fighting material 
in South Africa than the two Repubiies. 
The sending out of more troops is, 
in my opinion, absolutely unnecessary. 
There ought to be sufficient men in 
South Africa to do your _ bloody 
work. It is contended by the Colonial 
Secretary that this war is so righteous, 
that you are so anxious to fight for 
humanity, liberty, and the franchise, 
that you have even the moral support of 
the United States. That I deny. You 
would be glad to have that support, | 
knew, but in this instance you have not 
got it. In view of what the chief 
figure in this horrible tragedy said in 
a letter recently sent to the United 
States, I trust I may be allowed to quote 
2 few words from the /Vashington Post. 
a) Oh, yes; but you did not 
augh two years ago when the /Vashington 
Post was one of the most earnest advocates 
of the Anglo-American alliance. The 
Americans will not ally themselves with 
you in every cause. The Washington Post 
says— 

‘Tt is plain enough to all fair-minded men 
that England, represented in this case by 
Chamberlain, is simply indulging in a new 
paroxysm of spoliation. Nobody believes, not 
even Chamberlain himself, that England has 
any more right to meddle in the domestic 
affairs of the Transvaal Republic than she has 
to meddle in the domestic affairs of the United 
States. Chaimberlain’s demand that British 
subjects shall be admitted to citizenship by 
the Boers is a demand which le would not 
dare to make on us. The proposition is so 
extraordinary, and its motive so transparent, 
it tills the civilised mind with a profound 
and pitying contempt. The world would 


{COMMONS} 


have infinitely more respect for England | 


if she should throw off the tawdry 
gossamer of her pretence and simply sound 
the pirate’s ery. She wants the diamond and 


the gold mines, and is to make the laws under | 
ot ie crease in the Army expenditure. The 
insists that her subjects shall be made citi- | 
zens of the Transvaal, so that they may | 


which she may administer them. And she 


influence legislation to the injury of the Re- 
public they swear to honour and protect, and 
to the advantage of the Republic’s most bitter 
and rapacious foe. We believe that nothing 
more indecent and outrageous can be found in 
the history of any country pretending to an 
enlightened Christianity.” 


And yet it was for a war thus described 
that the Colonial Secretary last evening 


Mr. Davitt. 











invoked the God of battles. I am not 
one who believes that God Almighty 
takes part in a cause which brings about 
the slaughter of men. I think it would 
be impious to imagine that the Almighty 
would take sides in any such cause. The 
sentiment of the Colonial Secretary is, 
however, anticipated in the following lines 
from one of the weekly papers 
“© Q God of battles who hast made 
Our Empire great in war and trade! 
Vouchsafe in this dark hour Thine aid, 
As oft before. 
O launch Thy vengeance, long-delayed, 
Against the Boer ! 
“(Q Lord, Thou knowest our anguish sore, 
When blacks are butchered by the Boer ! 
Tis our a: of yore 
To slaughter niggers ; 
Only to make them love Thee more 
We pull our triggers.” 


Mr. DILLON: This proceeding is 
taken, as I understand it, under the Re- 
serve Forees Act, 1882, and the clause 
under which this great addition is made 
is Clause 12, which says that in case of 
“imminent national danger or grave emer- 
gency ” it shall be lawful for Her Majesty 
to call out the Militia. This great coun- 
try ought to be ashamed to proclaim to 
the world that this is a case of “imminent 
national danger or grave emergency.” It 
is neither one nor the other. To talk of 
this mighty Empire being in imminent 
danger because it is confronted by two 
small Republics in South Africa is an 
abuse of terms calculated to lower the 
prestige of the British [Empire among 
civilised races. Those of us who for 
the last three years have formed a 
small minority in this House, and have 
resisted to the best of our ability the 
successive and growing increase in our 
Army expenditure, have ventured from 
time to time to prophesy that this expendi- 
ture has been incurred not to bring 
about a condition of national security 
but to satisfy the military Members 
who are always clamouring for an in- 


passion for increased expenditure on 
naval and military charges increases by 
what it is fed on. The more we spend 
the greater is the demand for more 
expenditure, and our prophecies have 
been fulfilled to the last letter. I confess 
that the persistent opposition which I 
have given throughout these years to the 
increase of the expense of the Army has 
been actuated by another consideration, 
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and it is this. I believe that one of the 
worst curses by which any great State 
can be assailed, one of the worst diseases 
which can affect the body politic of any 
people, is militarism. We are travelling 
at a rate of accelerated rapidity every year 
along that path of militarism which adds 
fresh fuel to the patriotic fervour of those 
military gentlemen to whom we listen 
sometimes with interest and sometimes 
with great weariness. One would think 
there was no cause for their existence 
except to produce on demand all the sums 
necessary to put the military forces of this 
country ona war footing. One of the 


worst evils of militarism is that the more | 


you have of the military caste and the 
military spirit in the country the more 
will the dangers increase and multiply of 
the country being dragged into war. We 
have seen it every day. When the country 
is at peace these men are ornamental. 
I do not say this in any spirit of hostility 
to military men, who often make parade 
in this House. We know that they go 
tumbling over each other to the War 
Office, begging for permission to go to 
South Africa. That is their profession, 
and they love the excitement of war. Of 
course it is a fine thing to see men with 
such splendid spirit, and when the country 
is really in danger to know that we have 
men on whom we can rely. But it is 
nevertheless a dangerous thing. I confess 
I was sorry when I heard the Under 
Secretary of State for War expressing the 
opinion that this war was not altogether 
to be regretted, as it would test the 
elastic machine for mobilising the troops 
of the country. I seein that sentence an 
indication of that dangerous spirit which 
regards war as not, after all, the deadly 
thing which is commonly supposed. I 
hold that there was one great deficiency 
in the speech of the hon. Gentleman 
which has been so belauded; he gave 
us no adequate reason for the neces- 
sity of such a large force. He spoke, 
to use a technical term, of the advan- 
tage which the Boers possessed in 
having an inner line of defence, and in 
being able to mobilise their forces at 
any point on their frontier. Those who 
know the difference between the trained 
and well-officered forces of a great Empire 
like this, and the Boer force, untrained, 
unorganised and comparatively speaking 
lacking in artillery and all the immense 
machinery of war, cannot pretend that 
there is anything approaching to equality 
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| between the Boers and the British Army. 
When I am told that the Boers can con- 
centrate their forces at certain particular 
points, my answer is that the British de- 
fences of those points which they have 
selected to defend are of such a kind 
that the Boers cannot prevail against 
them. What is the necessity of sending 
so vast a force as we are now called upon 
to provide at such an enormous expense ? 
I am _ perfectly prepared to admit, 
that having gone into this war—laying 
| aside whether the war is justified or not 
| —the most humane thing to do is to send 
a force sufficiently large to make it short 
and decisive, and not allow it to drag on. 
But I do not think that that argument 
can be stretched nearly far enough to 
justify the sending of 35,000 additional 
troops. I want to know what these 
British troops are going to do. The first 
thing, of course, is to conquer the Trans- 
vaal, and the Orange Free State. We have 
been told of thenecessity of protecting the 
enormously long lines of communication. 
and we have been told over and over 
again that one of the strongest reasons 
for such a large force is, that there exists 
an amount of unrest among the native 
nations of South Africa which is increas- 
ing. God knows, small blame to them, if 
they followed the example of the whites, 
and rose against them. Now, I want to 
know whether we can obtain any pledge 
from the Government, that a portion of 
this overwhelming force sent out will be 
used to check the Basutos, should they 
rise. We have been told that the Basutos, 
who number 35,000, are already on the 
war-path. I have seen an English news- 
paper in this city base enough, atrocious 
enough, to hint that the time will come 
when the “loyal Basutos” will sweep 
down upon the plains of the Orange 
| Free State, and make a useful diversion on 
behalf of the British troops. That 
language has been used in the Standard 
newspaper in such a form as to make a 
direct incitement, if it reached South 
Africa, to the Basutos. I see an hon. 
Member laughing and sneering at this 
statement. I suppose that some hon. 
Members think that the Basutos are very 
ignorant men, and do not know what is 
going on here. But the Basutos are a 
very intelligent and civilised race. Many 
of them read the newspapers, and they 
know what is going on in South Africa. 
They have a kind of parliament of their 
own, in which they discuss everything 
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that goes on in South Africa. I have a| ment of Natal, and the reinforcements 


great admiration of them. I am_ not 
making any charge against them, but I 


_ asked for by them were sent to that 
| colony. 


say, that there is a great danger that these | 


men may become involved in this war. | 
If the Basutos cross the border, all Africa, | 
from the Zambesi down to the Cape, | 
For if | 


would become a hell upon earth. 
one tribe takes the field what would be 
the effect on the Dutch population? The 
Dutch population in the Cape are un- 
doubtedly excited. 
the Cape—as they have a perfect right to 
do—have issued a treason proclamation 
threatening the colonists with pains and 
penalties if they assist their brethren in 
the Transvaal. But what would you say 
to the Dutch population at the Cape if 
the Basutos were let loose on the Dutch 
population of the Orange Free State ! 
Are you going to say to the Dutch popu- 
lation of the Cape, ‘‘ You must not go to 
protect your friends or their mothers and 
sisters”? Why, the moment the Basutos 
crossed the border every farmer in the 
Cape would mobilise and rush to the 
assistance of the Orange Free State. 
Are you going to take up the position 
that the Basutos are loyal subjects of Her 
Majesty, and must be supported? You 
dare not. If your military commanders 
were to take that line the public opinion 
of this country, at any rate the public 
opinion of the civilised world, would 
object. Remember that the English 
Government of the Queen is responsible 
for the Basutos, because you have a Resi- 
dent there, and you claim the right to 
control their proceedings. If we were 
informed that a large force of British 
troops was told off to secure that no 
Basutos should be allowed to interfere in 
this war, that would be a justification for 
some of the military preparations that 
have been made. When we raised this 
question at an earlier stage the right hon. 
Gentleman, in his statement explaining 
the conduct of the War Office, said that 
before the War Office had taken any 
steps strong representations had reached 
it, first of all from Sir Alfred Milner, and 
secondly from the Government of the 
Colony of Natal. 
important people in South Africa. 


I 


should like to know whether any re-| 


presentations were received from the 
Government of Cape Colony. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I did not mention 
Cape Colony. I mentioned the Govern- 


Mr. Dillon, 


The Government of | 


Well, there are other | 


Mr. DILLON: I ask whether any 
representations were made from Cape 
Colony. Natal is a very small colony. I 
consider it to be one of the grievances 
throughout the whole course of these 
proceedings that, if a representation is 
made by the Minister of the very small 
colony of Natal, it is published to the 
House as a justification for War Office 
action ; but if any representation is made 
from the infinitely more important colony 
of the Cape, it is cast aside. In connec- 
tion with that aspect of the question, I 
desire to draw attention to the fact that 
the right hon. the Colonial Secretary 
himself emphasised in a very marked 
manner the loyalty of Natal, while he said 
nothing of the loyalty of the Cape. Will 
not that be held, when it reaches the Cape, 
as a reflection on the loyalty of the Cape ? 
He said, “ When the victory is won and 
the war is over, this country will not 
forget the services of Natal.” What does 
that mean ? It means that there has been 
for many years a keen commereial rivalry 
between Natal and the Cape for the 
trade of the Transvaal and the gold 
mines ; and I suppose that we shall have, 
after the war is over, a setting up of 
Natal against the Cape, and that some 
reward is to be given to Natal for its 
alleged loyalty, and that the Cape is to 
be punished for its alleged disloyalty. 
In my opinion Mr. Schreiner deserved 
much better than the Minister of Natal 
the thanks of this country, because he 
gave honest advice, which, if followed, 
would have saved this enormous expendi- 
ture, and the evils that must follow from 
it. I must notice a remark made by an 
hon. Member opposite, who regretted 
that the native Indian troops would not 
have a look in at this horrible war. I 
could not imagine a more monstrous addi- 
tion to the woes of that wretched country, 
because to turn coloured troops against 
European races would stir a ferocious 
bitterness in the minds of the whole 
Afrikander people. Here is a point I 
have never been able toget any explanation 
of. The hon. and gallant Member calmly 
| proposes to bring over to South Africa 
| native Indian troops. What would be the 
| first sight they would witness? They would 
| find 50,000 of their fellow-countrymen 
| proscribed and ill-treated, degraded and 
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insulted, in spite of the remonstrances | 
of the Colonial Office. What answer did | 
the Colonial Office get from Natal when | 
it called attention to the treatment of | 
Indian British subjects in that colony ? 
That they are only Indians, and | 
that the Colonial Office would never. 
dream of interfering with the local 
government of Natal. You would inter- 
fere on behalf of crowds of German Jews, | 
but not on behalf of your own fellow-sub- | 
jects, who are denied the franchise, or the 
rights of ordinary toleration, and who are 
treated as pariahs to this day. Could | 
irony be carried to a greater extent ? | 
The hon. and gallant Member has devoted 
so little attention to the affairs of this 
Colony that he thinks it a useful sugges- | 
tion to make to bring over to Natal 
native Indian troops! I think it is a 
very wise thing to resolve that no coloured 
troops of any kind shall be employed, 
and [ would be considerably relieved in 
mind, and I think a good many people in | 
this country—even those who take very | 
strong views with the Government on 
this matter—would also be relieved in 
mind, if we were assured, in addition to 
the pledge not to import any coloured 
troops into South Africa, that some por- 
tion of this large force we are sending 
out would be employed to prevent the | 
Basutos invading the Orange Free State, 
with which we have no quarrel, which is 
one of the best governed countries in the | 
world, and where there are hundreds of | 
sritish women married to Dutch farmers. 
Even the President himself is married to 
an Englishwoman. One thing in the 
course of this debate struck me as very 
extraordinary, and it is the first time the 
argument has been introduced. We were 
informed that this great expedition was 
organised pot only for the purpose of 
obtaining the rights of the Uitlanders, 
but for the protection of the natives. | 
Last evening I somewhat rudely contra- 
dicted the right hon. the Colonial Secre- 
tary, when he said that the real object of 
the Great Trek was because the Boers 
had been robbed of their liberty to) 
“wallop their own niggers.” That state- 
ment was a gross falsehood. I know of 
no history more full of romance, more 
full of that undying love of liberty 
which characterises the Dutch race, and 
has made of them the very standard- 
bearers in the forefront of enlightenment | 
and liberty in Europe—I know of no 
history which has been so characteristic of 
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the magnificent spirit of the Dutch people 
than the history of the Great Trek. That 
a Minister who is about to launch an over- 
whelming force against these people 


'should use his position from the side of 


that box, and, with the ear of the world 
open to him, to blacken the character of 
those people in the Transvaal at a time 
when they are hemmed in by British 
troops, and cut off from the public opinion 
of the world, is a cowardly act, and an 
act that ought not to be tolerated by the 


| people of England and all those who love 


fair play and honest dealings. After all, 
if these men are your enemies, you ought 
to respect them still. We in Ireland have 
been called Celts, and a “savage fringe,” by 
Lord Salisbury. These men are not Celts. 
They are not Catholics. They do not 


belong to a race which, as has been said 
| by the head of this Government, is un- 


worthy and incapable of free institutions. 
They are men of Dutch blood, who, 
above all the races of Europe, have fought 
and suffered for liberty, which they prize 
above everything else on earth. If you 


are geing to deprive them of their liberty, 
/you should respect them, instead of 


blackening their character. One word I 
must say in conclusion, in opposing this 
Vote. A cry was raised in this House to 
“remember Majuba,” although the Leader 
of the House, to his credit, reprobated it. 
3ut it is a ery which assails one in every 
part of the country, and when the troops 
are sailing out of the southern ports. I 
put this question, and it is a question 
which will be put many a time. How 
many lives will it be considered neces- 
sary to take before Majuba is avenged ? 


| After all, Majuba was a very small affair, 


but it was a fair stand-up fight. Your 
troops knew that the Boers were coming, 


‘and my recollection is that they were 
‘about man to man. Is this country’s 


record so poor and beggarly that you 
cannot have some generosity for the men 
who have beaten you in a fair stand-up 
fight? You are calling out an enormous 


‘number of troops to meet these Boers. 


Remember, this is only the beginning of 
the war, and yet you have declared, and 
I suppose the public opinion of this 
country, and of the man who once had 
great influence in this country has 
declared, that no Government would be 
found to repeat the magnanimous decision. 
come to after Majuba. More shame to Eng- 
land. Moreshame to England, because it was 
one of the greatest and noblest deeds you 
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ever did. But now the time has come 
when you are going to wipe that out ; 
the country says Majuba must be 
avenged. Eight hundred and thirty of 
your soldiers lost their lives at Majuba 
Hill. How many lives are you going to 
take? Will you stop at 1,000 ? will you 
stop at 2,000? If you were unable to 
offer terms when you began, will you 
when you have beaten them? Will you 
cause a truce to be proclaimed, and offer 
them one more chance to preserve their 
liberty before you carry fire and sword to 
their homes and devastate their country 4 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I desire | 


to say a few words in support of the 
observations of my hon. friend who has 
just spoken, the Member for East Mayo. So 
far as | am concerned I cannot allow any 
stage of this discussion to pass without 


protesting as strongly as I can against | 
the whole conduct of the Government in | 


this matter. We are told from time to 


time different reasons why this war | 


should be prosecuted. First we are told 
that because of the intolerable grievances 
from which the Uitlanders suffered it 
was necessary for this country to protect 
its subjects. Then we are told it is to be 
entered into to retrieve the honour of the 
Army, which suffered to some extent at 


Majuba Hill and other engagements | 


where the Boers were successful. I do 
not believe that either of those reasons 
is the true one. I can understand people 
believing the Uitlanders to be oppressed 
and requiring protection, and I can 
understand, though I do not agree with 
the view, people thinking that Majuba 
Hill must be avenged, and that the Boers 
and the blacks should be taughi that 
the British are superior in arms; 
but <i do not believe those are 
the true reasons for this war. It 
is difficult to speak as one feels on this 
matter. In this House tremendous forces 
are ranged in favour of war, and outside 
the feelings of the people have been 
aroused to warlike ardour, but I honestly 
believe that the true cause of this war 
lies in the fact that certain financiers in 
the Transvaal, many of whom are neither 
of British blood or British origin, im- 
patient of the Government of the Trans- 
vaal, have urged the Government on to 
prosecute this war in order that they 
might take complete possession of the rich 
mines and other properties which have 
been discovered in that country. Iam 


Mr. Dillon. 
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{almost amused when I hear of the intol- 
erable grievances of the Uitlanders. 
| What are they? We have had several 
‘debates here, but I have not heard a 
| single Member opposite in favour of the 
| war enumerate any grievances from which 
'these people suffered except that they 
have had the franchise withheld from 
them ; they have not had the power to 
_ vote—no more have foreigners who come 
| to this country until they have lived here 
| six years and the Government has allowed 
'them to become naturalised. Outside 
| that, these Uitlanders have had nothing to 
|complain of whatever. Johannesburg is 
as free a city as any in the world for well- 
‘behaved and decently disposed people, 
| and beyond one or two brawls occurring 
at night with policemen, there has been 
nothing at all in the shape of violence 
and outrage against British subjects in 
the Transvaal. We have heard of an 
Uitlander being killed by a policeman in 
the course of a quarrel, and the whole of 
this country rang with the outrage. I 
/am not an old man myself, but I remem- 
ber case after case in Ireland where un- 
armed and inoffensive citizens have been 
shot down like dogs by the police of that 
country, but we never heard such an 
outcry as we hear now about the 
| grievances of these Uitlanders. We are 
told they have not been allowed to follow 
'their avocations. Who are they ? and 
what have they been doing?! They 
are people attracted to the gold 
mines. A large proportion of them 
may be described as the scum of 
creation, the  offscourings) of every 
country of Europe, lawless men; and 
what has been their history there ? 
Many of them have grown extremely 
wealthy ; on the wealth they have 
secured there they have lived in security. 
Johannesburg is one of the gayest cities, 
probably, in the world—a place where 
musical and theatrical companies like to 
go, because they know that, owing to the 
great prosperity there, they will reap a 
rich harvest. I have not such a list as 
an hon. Member read the other night, 
but [ think if you take the names of the 
Uitlanders and go through them you will 
find for one British name there are nine 
German, and these are the people for 
whom this country is about to embark in 
a disastrous war. I do not think the 
history of the world contains accounts of 
conduct more cowardly, more despicable, 
or more sickening than that of the Uit- 








, és» 


Be tek a ab el ee 


gd etl DK Se 




















449 Supply— Army 


{20 OcroBER 1899} 


(Supplementary) Estimates. 450 


landers of the Transvaal since they com- | these men, who are brave, but who are 


menced this outcry. They appealed to 


Jameson to go to their relief, and they | 


got misguided but plucky men, no doubt, 
to go on an expedition with Jameson into 
the country of the Boers, not knowing 
what the result might be. Jameson was 
wrong, 
kept in gaol till this day for that outrage, 
which was condemned in holy horror. 
Yet, in spite of that, Jameson was not 


of course, and ought to have been | 


kept in gaol so long as I have been myself | 


from time to time in Ireland for attempt- 
ing to enforce the rights of my consti- 
tuents. However, he went to the relief 
of these people, expecting to meet these 
Uitlanders for whom you are going to 


war, but they did not come near him ; | 


some of them hid under their beds, and 


others disappeared “in every direction | 


except Krugersdorp, where a few 
rifles were firing, and where Dr. 
Jim was obliged by an _— over- 
whelming force to surrender. Now, 


I say here, if I were an English Member 
of Parliament and was asked to go to war 
and to spend ten millions of money to 
commence with, and risk the lives of 
thousands of troops of my country, | 
would say no. I would say men who 
were so cowardly and base as to leave the 
man who went to their relief in the lurch 
are unworthy of our support. People 
who have a real grievance, and who are 
truly oppressed, will sooner or later strike 
a blow for their liberty. Many a time in 
Ireland have we done so, but we have 
always been beaten because of your 
superior force ; other countries have done 
the same. The Transvaal is the only 


country where people are so oppressed | 


that their lives are intolerable, where 
there is not a man who will strike a blow 
or do a single thing for his liberty except 
whine to the Colonial Office. I protest 
against this country going to war for men 
like these, and though I believe they 
have not been oppressed and not been 
treated as slaves, they deserve to be. I 
would ask those who support the British 
Government in this matter whether they 
know what it means for the Government 
to come here and ask for ten millions of 
money to conquer 20,000 men who are 
not soldiers but farmers. There has been, 
I see to-night, what is called a glorious 
victory, and no doubt the papers to- 
morrow will say a_ second battle 
Waterloo has been fought, because Her 


of » 


Majesty’s trained soldiers have beaten | 


not soldiers, who at the call of duty lef: 
their occupations and rode off to fight for 
their homes. I do not wish to say any- 
thing harsh of hon. and right hon. Gentle- 
men who sit on this side of the House for 
the action they have taken. I know how 
hard it is for many of them to face 
their constituencies against war when 
once the bulldog blood is aroused, 
but there are scores, if not hundreds, of 
Liberal Members representing, not the 
classes, but the masses of this country, 
who feel as I feel, and cannot state their 
views. Ido not blame them. But to 
come here and ask for ten millions of the 
taxes of the working people of this 
country to conquer and destroy a handful 
of men in South Africa, whose only 
crime is to love their independence, 
is a scandal and a disgrace to civilisa- 
tion, when at the same time we know 
that in this country there are thou- 
sands suffering from starvation and priva- 
tion. |‘ Question.”] Sir, Lam speaking to 
this Vote, and if I were not [ have no 
deubt you would call me to order, as you 
have often done before. We are told that 
the Unionist party is the great friend of 
the working man, and when they came 
into power they were going to prove that 
“ Codlin is the friend, not Short.” We 
were told there were to be great reforms ; 
and one great scheme of the Colonial 
Secretary, before he took up President 
Kruger and the Transvaal, was pensions 
for poor people. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. 


Gentleman is now off the line of 
argument. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I was 


simply going to show my reason for 
objecting to this Vote. Weare asked for 
ten millions. My point is if the Govern- 
ment were consistent and kept their 
promises they would come to Parliament 
and ask for a Vote of so many millions to 
establish the scheme of old-age pensions, 
instead of coming and asking for millions 
to destroy the liberty of people who have 
never injured you or interfered with the 
interest of people of this country. From 
a purely Irish point of view, I object to 
this Vote. I see an hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site, a near relative of the First Lord of 
the Admiralty, smiles, and I say to the 
hon. Gentleman that this Vote is for a 
war to be prosecuted in favour of men 
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with names sounding of German 
nationality like his own. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member must not make remarks 
of that kind in this discussion. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMONI): If I am 
to be called to order, Sir, I think the hon. 
Gentleman opposite should be called toorder 
also for interrupting me. This money may 
be voted, never mind the people starving in 
your streets, never mind your promises. 
Let the English vote it, but to ask us 
in Ireland to contribute to the expenses 
of the war is outrageous and unjust in the 
extreme. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Under this Vote 
no money is asked to he contributed from 
Ireland, or any other part of the United 
Kingdom ; that is; another matter to he 
reached when the Committee sits upon 
Ways and Means. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: No 
doubt, Sir, your point technically is cor- 
rect ; but it is well within the knowledge 
of myself and other persons that Ireland 
will be called upon to bear a larger share 
than she ought of this expense, and from 
the present point of view I object in the 
slightest to sanction this war. The 
Under Secretary of State for War said 
great credit was due to the employers of 
this country for the treatment of the men 
in the Reserve who had been called up. 


Great credit has also been given to the | 


colonies, and great credit is to be given to 
everybody who has helped in this matter ; 
all’ that I am anxious to make quite 
clear is that no credit shall be given to any 
Trish Member on this side of the House for 
any help that has been given. I honestly 
believe that the Transvaal is a weak 


Power. A short time ago a controversy | 


arose between this country and Venezuela, 
but it did not get further forward. We 
were told that the British Lion had 
wakened up, and then we were told that 
the United States of America suggested 
that the matter should be settled by arbi- 
tration, but England would not arbitrate ; 
but when the United States of America 
said you must arbitrate, the British Lion 
went to sleep again and England 
went to arbitration and lost. There 
is no arbitration with the Transvaal 
because the Transvaal are quite away 


from any neighbour like the United 


MM, William Redmond, 
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States of America. 


great nation than the brutal action taken 
by the British Government cannot be 
conceived. We are told it is only Irish 


rebels, like my hon. friend the Member for 


South Mayo now sitting on the front Bench 
below me, who has spent nine years in 
your gaols, who oppose you; how can 
you expect his assistance in this Vote ? 
There were 135 votes cast last night 
against this war, and I hope when the 
news reaches Pretoria President Kruger 
will feel cheered when he finds that 135 
Members of this House have the courage 
and manhood to vote in his favour. He 
will see that there is at least some justice 
left in England yet. I am not so old a 
Member of the House as the right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Treasury, 
but Lam old enough to remember the 
good old days of the Fourth Party, when 
he and I used to sit on the Bench oppo- 
site, with the late Lord Randolph 
Churchill, Sir Drummond Wolff, and Sir 
John Gorst. In these days we had no 
horror of obstruction. I was then a very 
young Member, and anything that I have 
learned about protracted discussion on an 
occasion such as this, I learned from the 
First Lord of the Treasury. But 
if hon. Members object to the 
attitude of the Irish Members, I think L 
am entitled to refer them to the speeches 
delivered in this House in the same 
direction by hon. Gentlemen whose 
honesty, sincerity, and loyalty cannot be 
impugned, and yet who have protested 
as strongly as any Irish Member against 
this war. I refer to the hon. Member for 
Plymouth and the right hon. Member for 
3odmin. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR =: f£ beg, Sir, to. 


move that the Question be now put. 


*Tur CHAIRMAN: The question is,. 
that the Question be now put. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I rise 
to a point of order —— 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member must wait. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (seated, 
and with his hat on) : On a point of order, 
I desire to ask whether it is in accordance 
with precedent, in a debate on a Vote of 
this magnitude and unusual character, 
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that the Government should move the 
closure, and also whether, the closure 
being moved under these circumstances, 
there is any precedent for the Chairman 
receiving that motion on a Vote of this 
ten 


exceptional kind for 
money. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member | 
not a vote for 


is mistaken. This is 


Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manelh’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Rt. Hon. A. H. Smith- 
Sarton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 
Brooktield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn J (Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Charles E. H. Athole 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) | 
Cornwallis, Fiennes Stanley W. 
Cross, Alex. (Glasgow) 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 
Dorington, Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert Y. 
Evershed, Sydney 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Man.) 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Rbt. Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 











| Lawrence,SirE.Durning-(Corn 


| Maclure, Sir John William 
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£10,000,000. 


of 


millions 
now put.” 





Noes, 42. 


AYES. 


Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen,RtHn.GJ(StGeorge’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. | 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hazell, Walter 

Heaton, John Henniker 

H edderwick, Thos. Charles d. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Holden, Sir Angus | 
Holland, William Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 

Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William , 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees 
Lafone, Alfred 
Langley, Batty 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | 


| Leigh, SirThomas(Lond’derry) | 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 


| Liewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans.) | 
| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
| Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Liverpool 


Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lloyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


M‘Crae, George 

M‘Tver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 





Question put, 
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It is for men. In granting 


or refusing the closure I have to con- 
sider the use that has been made by the 
Opposition of the time at their disposal. 


“That the Question be 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 194 5. 
(Division List No. 7.) 


Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand. 
Middlemore, John T. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Milton, Viscount 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Moore, Wm. (Antrim, N.) 
More kK. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monim’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Oldroyd, Mark 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,R. (Lanes. Newton) 
Pilkington,SirG. A.(Lnes.SW) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley,SirW Overend (Edin. 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
{utherford, John 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. E. J. 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand). 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Tageart 
Strachey, Edward 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Thornton, Perey M. 
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Tomlinson, Win. Ed. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Blake, Edward 

Caldwell, James 

Clark, Dr. G.B.(Caithness-sh. ) 
Colville, John 

Commins, Andrew 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas Bb. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Daly, James 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 


Question put accordingly, 


The Committee divided: 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baldwin, Alfred 

3alfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manelr’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.G. W. (Leeds) 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Rt HnA HSmith-(Hunts 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. 'T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Colviile, John 

Cooke, C. W. R. (ilereford) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes Stanley W. | 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardig’n | 
Denny, Colonel 
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Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 


Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


Wortley, Kt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- | 


Wrightson, Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 


NOES. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gibney, James 

Gilhooly, James 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 
Hogan, James Francis 
Horniman, Frederick John 


| Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kilbride, Denis 


| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(CumbTd) | 


Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell,Dr. M. A.(Qn’sCo. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


Ayes, 200; Noes, 35. 
my p] b 


AYES. 


Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, William Theodore 
Drage, Geotirey 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Evershed, Syaney 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Man’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Haves 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, Wm. Jolinson 
Gartit, William 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, RtHnG.J.(StGeorge’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord Geo. 


; Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 


Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 








(Supplementary) Estimates, 456 


Wyndham-Quin, nae ab H. 
Young, Commander( Berks, FE. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


M‘Ghee, Richard 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick Bb.) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tuite, James 
Weir, Jaines Galloway 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr William Redmond and 
Mr. Davitt. 


(Division List No. 8.) 


Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstd. ) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Holden, Sir Angus 

Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick Jolin 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Langley, Batty 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea, SirThomas( Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn, Sir D. (Swansea) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn, Walter (L’pool) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Iver, Sir L.( Edinburgh, W.) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, HnW.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
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Milbank, Sir Powlett C. J. 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William G. 
Norton, Capt. William Cecil 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Pease, Herbert)P. (Darlington) 
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Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tickett, J. Compton 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Round, James 

toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 


Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thomas M. , 


Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E.J. 


Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 














Philipps, John Wynford 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,R.(Lanes.,Newton) 
Pilkington, SirG.A.(LanesS W 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward ' Smith, Hon. W. 


Sharpe, Williai 
Shaw, Thomas 
Sidebotham, J. 


Smith, Abel H. 


NO 


Flavin, Michael 
Gibney, James 


Abraham, Wim. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Blake, Edward 

Clark, Dr. G. B.(Caithness-sh) 
Commins, Andrew 

Crilly, Daniel 


Hayden, John |} 
Healy, Maurice 
Healy, Thomas 


Kilbride, Denis 


Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Lawson, Sir W. 


Daly, James 

Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 


MaeDonnell,Dr. 
MacNeill, John 





2. Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That a supplementary sum, not ex- 
ceeding £10,000,000, be granted to Her 
Majesty, to defray the charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March 
1900, for additional expenditure, in 
consequence of the military situation in 
South Africa, in respect of the following 
Army services, viz.:— 

£ 

Vote 1. Pay, ete., of the Army —_ 1,000,000 
Vote 2. Medical Establish- 

_Ments: Pay, ete. - ‘ = 50,000 
Vote 3. Militia: Pay, ete. 250,000 
Vote 6. Transport and Remounts 4,900,000 
Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, and 
other Supplies : - - 1,900,000 
Vote 8. Clothing Establish- 

_ments and Services - - 650,000 
Voted. Warlike and otherStores 1,150,000 
Vote 10. Works, ete.,: Cost 

(including Staff for Engineer 

Services)- : - - - 100,000 


£10,000,000 


Total - 


Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 


Sinclair, Louis (Romford 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 


Gilhooly, James 


Hogan, James Francis 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) | Jordan, Jeremiah 


Macaleese, Daniel 


Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Young, Commander( Berks, E. ) 


n Edward T. 
(Hawick B.) 
W. (Cheshire) | 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


(Christehureh) 


F. D. (Strand) 


ES. 


M:‘Ghee, Richard 

O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.' 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tuite, James 


Joseph 


-atrick 
(Cork) 
J. (Wexford) 


(Cumb’land) 

| TELLURS FOR THE NorKs— 
Mr. Davitt and Mr. Williain 
Redmond. 


M.A.(Qn’s Co | 
Gordon Swift 


*Sirn ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 
I wish, Mr. Lowther, to raise a point of 
order. I understood the First Lord of 
the Treasury to promise the House in the 
debate on the previous question, which 
was finished last Friday, that the general 
policy might be discussed on these Votes. 
As the closure was carried after about 
two-and-a-half hours’ debate on the first 
Vote, my point of order is this: Shall we 
be allowed to discuss the general question 
of policy on the coming Vote ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: It depends very 
much how the hon. Member discusses it. 
If, for example, he refers, as the previous 
speaker did, to old-age pensions and a 
variety of other subjects which are not 
relevant, such a discussion will not be 
permitted. But if the hon. Member will 
confine himself to the subject-matter 


before the House, of course such a discus- 
sion will be allowed. 
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*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 


I quite understand that irrelevancy is not 
permissible, but I do not want to make 
any mistake on the subject. I wish to 
know whether we can discuss the general 
question of the South African policy of 
the Government and the origin of the 
war upon this Vote, as it has been dis- 
cussed not by the last speaker, but as it 
has been generally discussed. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The policy of 
spending £10,000,000 in sending out an 
expedition to South Africa is the subject- 
matter of this Vote. That is the only 
thing which can be discussed. 


*Smrk ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 


And the causes which led up to the war ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I do not think the 
discussion concluded last night by a reso- 
lution of this House upon the diplomatie 
negotiations between this Government 
and the Transvaal Government can be 
renewed on this Vote, but the general 
question of the policy of spending 
£10,000,000 in sending out an army to 
South Africa to carry out a definite object 
is certainly in order, 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: On a 
point of order, I desire to ask whether, if 
an hon. Member addressing this House is 
guilty of irrelevancy, the remedy is that 
the closure shall be applied, and so _pre- 
clude other Members who may not be 
guilty of irrelevancy from addressing the 
House and taking part in the discussion ? 
Is that the usual practice ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: That is one 
remedy. Of course, it is a very difficult 
question to decide, and I have to judge in 
deciding whether the closure should be 
applied or not from the character of the 
discussion that takes place. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: T wish 
to give notice of an Amendment reducing | 
Vote 1, which we are about to discuss | 
now. I desire to move the reduction of | 
Vote 1 by £50,000. 


{COMMONS} 


whole sum then the whole policy is open, 
I think it is only right to point out to the 
hon. Member that if he moves the 
Amendment of which he has just given 
notice, discussion must be confined to that 
particular item. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Per- 
haps my best plan would he, before pro- 
ceeding to move the reduction of any par- 
ticular item, that I should address myself 
to the policy which has rendered it neces- 


' sary, according to the view of the Govern- 


ment, to propose thislarge Vote. Vote 1 
isno less than £1,000,000 for pay, &c., and 
is largely, if not altogether, necessitated 
by the military operations that have been 
commenced by Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. On the previous question I stated 
the reason why Irish Members objected 
to the expenditure of this money from 
their point of view, and undoubtedly I 
recognise that, on the last Vote, that 
might not have been quite relevant to the 
Vote. Isubmit on this Vote that it is 
perfectly within the province of any 
Member—even if he is an Irish Member 
—to endeavour to show the reasons why 
he considers it unnecessary and inadvis- 
able that this large sum of money should 
be devoted to this particular purpose. I 
notice that in your ruling a few moments 
ago you referred tothe fact that I had, in 
speaking of this expenditure, compared it 
with the possible expenditure for the pur- 
pose of old-age pensions. I do not sup- 
pose that it would be in order—and I do 
not desire to discuss it—if I were to 
attempt to discuss the advisability of 
spending large sums of money in carrying 
out a scheme of old-age pensions, or any 
other definite object of that kind. I 
think, however, that I am perfectly within 
my right to object to this Vote on the 
ground, amongst others, that the money 
could be much better spent in the 
interests not only of the people of Ire- 
land, whom we represent here, but also of 
the taxpayers of this country, than in 
spending it for the propagation of a dis- 
astrous, a useless, a shameful, an un- 
natural, and an absolutely unnecessary 
war with a weak and a miserable Power. 


| We know that the power of the purse is 


*THE CHAIRMAN: If the hon. Mem- | 
ber moves the reduction of any particular 
item the discussion will be limited to that 
item, but if he moves the reduction of the 


avery great power when it comes toa 
question of war, but I submit that, while 
it is not unreasonable to expect that Her 
Majesty’s Government, or any other 
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Government engaged in warlike opera. {for the 


tions, should apply for the money which 
they consider necessary to carry on 
those operations —it is altogether 
monstrous and outrageous 
should come down to this House, and at 
one step ask for such an enormous sum 
of money as £8,000,000 or £10,000,000 at 
one single request. We are told that this 
is all the money which is necessary for the 
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that they | 


prosecution of this war, but I say that it | 


would be infinitely more honest to the 


people of this country—particularly the | 


working classes and the taxpayers gene- 
rally—if the Government came straight- 


forwardly down to this House, and asked | 


at once for the amount of money which 
they know will be necessary in order to 
bring this war to the completion which 
the Government desire to bring it to. 
3ut in order to blind the people of this 
country to the tremendous responsibility 
which this country is undertaking in 
entering upon this war, they come here 
now and ask for £10,000,000. The Vote 
which we are now discussing is no less 
than £10,000,000. I feel sure that this 
is only the commencement of this war 
expenditure, and when Parliament meets 
again further demands will be made upon 
the public purse of the country, and the 
taxpayers in the end will find that they 
have to pay between £50,000,000 and 
£100,000,000 before this war is com- 
pleted. From an Irish point of view the 
Vote is still more intolerable. We in 
Ireland are firmly convinced—we may 
be considered wrong by a great number 
of hon. Gentlemen in this House—that 
our contribution for Imperial purposes is 
altogether out of proportion to what we 
should, under fair and reasonable circum- 
stances, be called upon to pay. 
been demonstrated that we in Ireland 
have for some time past been paying a 
greater proportion of Imperial taxation 
than we ought justly to have been called 
upon to pay, and though the question 
of Irish taxation for some time past 
has fallen to some extent into the 
background, I hold that on occasions 
such as this, when a large demand 
is made upon the purse of the United 
Kingdom, the Irish Members are entitled 
—indeed, it is their duty—to speak as 
strongly as ever they can against the 
imposition of fresh burdens upon their 


It has | 


' to proceed. 


already impoverished country. It is/| 


hard to discover what return is ex- 


pected by the people of this country 
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expenditure upon this war. 
No doubt battles may be won and the 
Transvaal brought into subjection; no 
doubt your victorious arms may ride 
roughshod over these untrained and «n- 
disciplined men. But what will that be 
in comparison to what it is going to cost 
you? Surely it cannot be maintained 
that the expenditure of this money will 
bring anything like military glory to this 
country, because glory cannot be expected 
out of these operations by the most ardent 
enthusiast of war. It can hardly be said 
that this war will bring any return to the 
taxpayers of this country by promoting 
harmonious feelings at the Cape. I be- 
lieve that, if the issue were fairly put 
before them, the taxpayers would in- 
finitely prefer that the affairs of the Cape 
should be left alone, and that the hard- 
earned taxes paid by the people of this 
country should be spent amongst the peo- 
ple with whom we have no real quarrel. 
They would prefer their money to be 
spent rather on the comforts and the in- 
terests of the masses in this country, who 
stand in need of reforms even on the 
admission of the Government themselves. 
This Government came into power with a 
flourish of trumpets, and with the idea 
that they were to devote their time to 
the carrying out of reforms for the 
amelioration of the condition of the 
masses of the people. We were told that 
all their legislation was to be in the direc- 
tion of benefiting the masses of the 
people of this country. After all, what 
has this Government really done for the 
benefit of the masses of the people ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
That has no relevance whatever to the 
question now before the House. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I have 
not the slightest intention of imputing 
any unfairness to you, Mr. Lowther ; but 
I must say that I have heard speeches 
delivered since this House met which 
were much wider of the mark than my 
speech, and yet they have heen allowed 
I cannot believe—and I am 
loth to believe—that at this eleventh 
hour there is a desire on the part of Her 
Majesty’s Government to stifle discussion 
upon this matter, or to prevent Members 
of this House from exercising their con- 
stitutional right of criticising how the 
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taxes of this country shall be spent. I 
say that, in objecting to this money being 
spent for military operations in South 
Africa, Iam entitled to state as one of my 
reasons for opposing this expenditure 
that I hold and believe that this money 
could be spent and ought to be spent in a 
way far more favourable to the interests 
of this country. From the Irish point of 
view this expenditure is altogether in- 
tolerable. I say, if you want to go to war 
with people with whom at least we have 
no quarrel, then pay for it out of your 
own pockets, and don’t be mean enough to 
try and rob the Irish people of a share of 
their money in order to enable you to 
prosecute — this 
this totally unjustifiable invasion of the 
rights of other people, who are just as 
much entitled to independence as you 
are yourselves. To come here and ask 
for £10,000,000 at one stroke for a 
purpose of this kind is in itself sufficient 


to earn for the Government the con- | 


demnation of the taxpayers of — this 
country. As faras I am concerned, I will 
reiterate that it is not in the interests of 
the people who have got Members repre- 


senting them in this House, who, for some | 
reason, will not say what they know to be | 


true and what they know to be in the 
interests of their constituents, namely, 


that this money should be spent in pro- | 


moting the welfare of the people, and in 


promoting schemes such as that which the | 


Colonial Secretary himself promised to the 
working men of this country, namely, the 
old-age pension scheme. 


*Tut CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Well, 


Mr. Lowther—— 


merciless, this cruel, | 
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ask the hon. Member not to enter upon 
that question again. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: As I 
said before, Mr. Lowther, I have not the 
slightest intention of imputing anything 
to you but a desire to carry out the rules 
|of the House, as you conceive them to 
be; on the other hand, I do say that I 
protest against an attempt being made to 
stifle discussion upon this matter. 
{Ministerial cries of “Order, order!”| 
There you are again, trying to stifle dis- 
cussion. This is an attempt to stifle 
discussion and to prevent us from 
| showing the people of this country that 
the money that is to be wasted in South 
Africa ought to be spent in relieving the 
sore needs of the masses of the people of 
this country. You, Mr. Lowther, have 
said we are not entitled to point out how 
this money ought to be better spent. I 
say that last year when our people in 
Ireland were dying of starvation you 
would not give us ten pence, much less 
would you give us the ten millions you are 
giving here. You are squandering the 
treasure of this country in prosecuting a 
war from which you can get neither glory 
‘nor benefit, and I know, and _ every 
Irish Member on these benches knows 
if he will only admit it, that there 
| are parts of Ireland where the people are 
suffering the direst destitution, where it 
‘is almost impossible to go——t{Cries of 
|“ Order, order ! ”] 





*THeE CHAIRMAN: This matter of 
| Irish distress has no relation—_— 
| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then I 


| think it ought to have. I insist —— 


| 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I have already | 


pointed out to the hon. Member that he 
is not entitled to go into the question of 


aT | 
old-age pensions. This is the second or | speech. 
| 


third time he has done so. The question 

is whether this money should be spent in | 
South Africa. Of course, taking the line | 
of argument which the hon. Member is | 
taking, every hon. Member would be | 
entitled to ride his own hobby, so to | 
speak, and say that this money might be 
spent on that particular object in which 
he takes an interest. That will not be in 
order on the present occasion, and I must 


Mr. William Redmond. 


|—[{Cries_ of 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I must request 
the hon. Member to discontinue his 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : L insist 

“ Order ! + ag will not 

allow this money to be passed—— 
[Renewed cries of “ Order !”] 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Do I understand 
the hon. Member to say that he insists 
upon continuing his speech ? 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: If you, 


Sir, will resume your seat and allow me 
to speak—-—{Cries of “ Order !”] I meant 
nothing discourteous whatever; it is a 
well-known rule of the House that a} 
Member cannot speak when the Speaker | 
or Chairman is standing. What I mean | 
is this, that as far as [ am concerned I | 
will not, as long as I am allowed the use | 
of my voice, fail to protest that money, if | 
it is to be spent—the money of the work- 
ing people of this country—ought to be 
spent in helping on Ireland, and not 
squandered-—— 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I have requested | 

the hon. Member, in accordance with the 
rules of this House, to discontinue his | 
speech on the ground of irrelevance. I 
must ask him, therefore, to comply with 
my ruling. 


| Serjeant-at-Arms to see that my orders 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I mean | 
no discourtesy to you personally what- 
ever, but I insist upon my right. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : If the hon. Mem- | 
her persists in continuing his speech after | 
I have requested him to discontinue it [| 
must consider his conduct as disorderly. 


| 

| 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Well, [| 
do not consider it is disorderly. | 
*Tue CHAIRMAN: I must therefore 
ask him to withdraw. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: DoT) 
understand, Mr. Lowther, that on a Vote | 
of this magnitude I am not allowed as a | 
Member of this House to point out the 
injustice to my constituents / 





*Tue CHAIRMAN: I have, in accord- 
ance with the rules of the House, asked 
the hon. Member to discontinue his 
speech. He declines to follow the ruling 
which I have given 





AN Hon. MemBer: And quite right 
too. 


*Tur CHAIRMAN: I therefore am 
bound to consider his conduct as dis- 
orderly, and again, in accordance with the 
rules of the House, I must ask him to 
withdraw. 
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| whatever to the Chair, but I certainly 
will maintain my right here to protest 


| the Transvaal.* 


| With the permission of the House, I 


assertions which have been made by the 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Well, 
Mr. Lowther, hon. Members seem to seek 
my overthrow just as they seek the over- 
throw of the Boers. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: Do I understand 
the hon. Member to say he will not with- 
draw ? 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: If you 
will allow me, I should like to make it 
perfectly clear that I mean no discourtesy 


that this money, if it is spent, should be 
spent in Ireland. I protest. I will not 
withdraw. As a_ protest against this 
infamous war [ will not withdraw. It is 
a war of robbery and plunder. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: I must ask the 
are carried out. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (with- 
drawing accompanied by the Serjeant-at- 
Arms): I wish you joy in your plunder- 
ing of the Boers. I wish you joy in your 
great victory over the poor farmers of 


*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 
should like to say a few words as to the 


hon. Member who has just withdrawn, and 
by others, that this expenditure, which is 
undoubtedly a considerable one, is not 
likely to be for the benefit of the masses 


of the people of this country. This 
expenditure of £10,000,000 which is the 
object of the Vote we are discussing 





*The following is the record of this incident 
in the “ Votes and Proceedings ” :— 


“The Chairman called the attention of the 
Committee to continued irrelevance on the 
art of Mr. William Redmond, Member for 
‘ast Clare, and directed him to discontinue 
his speech, but Mr. William Redmond 
persisted in addressing the Committee. 
Whereupon the Chairman, in pursuance to 
Standing Order No. 27, relating to disorderly 
conduct, directed him to withdraw immediately 
from the House during the remainder of this 
day’s sitting. Mr. William Redmond 
declined to obey the order of the Chair. 
Whereupon the Chairman called on the 
Serjeant, who removed Mr. William Redmond 
from the House.” 
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to-night, is an expenditure for the main- 
tenance of the Imperial supremacy of 
Great Britain in South Africa. That is 


the object of this Vote to-night, and | 


along with that Imperial supremacy go 
our great commercial interests in South 
Africa. The trade of this oaey with 
South Africa represents over £20,000,000 
sterling a year, and it isa ho growing 
trade. I maintain that such a trade as 
that, with enormous possibilities in the 
future of South Afiica, justifies not only 
the expenditure of £10,000,000, but 
of a very much larger sum should it 
prove to be necessary. I venture to 
predict that the £10,000,000 which 
are now to be spent will be repaid 
with abundant interest in a very short 
period—within a very few years—not 
only by our increasing trade and by the 
increasing prosperity of the Transvaal, 
but also with interest in the way of 
doing away with that race antagonism 
which exists at present in South Africa, 
and which has been promoted and 
increased owing to the weakness of British 
Governments in the past. Directly this 
question is settled racial antagonism will 
die away, and before many years are out 
—I venture to. say before five years are 
past—you will find the British and the 
Dutch races in the Transvaal living to- 
gether with as much peace and good 
feeling as prevailed up to last year 
between the English and Dutch races in 
Cape Colony. That will be the result of 
this struggle and of this great expenditure. 
I predict that this will be the result, and I 
will abide by the outcome. There are 
one or two other questions which have 
been dwelt upon very much by Members 
on the other side of the House which 


ought to be referred to. We have | 


heard a great deal about the causes 
of this “deplorable war. The hon. | 
Member for East Mayo has spoken of this 


struggle as if it had been forced wpon | 
the Boers by this country, and he! 

tyrannical | 
presume is | 


has spoken about our 
militarism — which I 

represented by this Vote—in crushing the 
independence not only of these South | 
African Republics, but also of the Boers 
in Natal and Cape Colony. Why, the| 
Dutch in Natal and Cape Colony already 
enjoy independence and the same liberty | 


and justice as our own subjects. There | 


is not the smallest shred of difference | 
between their rights and the rights of 
Englishmen, Scotchmen, and Irishmen. 


Sir Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett. 


{COMMONS} 











(Supplementary) Estimates. 468 


| To talk about crushing the independence 
of the Dutch in Natal and Cape Colony 
is perfectly absurd. With regard to the 
Transvaal Republic, who have attacked us, 
their policy may be judged by the cruel 
treatment of helpless refugees, many of 
whom have been beaten, rol sbed, plunder ed, 
and maltreated in every possible way. 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
last night made a very interesting and re- 
markable admission. He stated that it 
was now his conviction that this war had 
always been inevitable, and the right hon. 
Gentleman had in his mind the period 
from Majuba Hill capitulation down- 
wards. Now I have never advocated in 
this House what is called vengeance for 
Majuba. I have often referred to 
Majuba as one of the greatest infamies 
in British history, not on account of 
the defeat of our arms, but because of the 
capitulation on the part of Her Majesty’s 
Government. I want toask the attention 
of the House to one very important point, 
because the history of this war is of 
exceeding interest and its history begins 
with Majuba. The hon. Members 
opposite have, over and over again, talked 
to us about the magnanimity of that 


capitulation, but there never was a falser 


piece of history. Weare now paying this 
£10,000,000 and the sacrifice of all these 
gallant lives because of the capitulation 
after Majuba, and there was nothing 
magnanimous about it. That was not 
done because we desired to restore the 
liberties of a struggling people. I was 
present in this House at the time, and I 
remember Mr. Gladstone coming down to 
this House and making a magnificent ora- 
tion in which he promised to vindicate the 
Queen’s authority. I heard Mr. Glad- 
stone with his own lips make a statement, 
_which was cheered by both sides of the 
‘House, that he intended te send outa 
large army in order to vindicate the 
Queen’s authority in the Transvaal. Mr. 
Gladstone knew the whole question, for 
he had just had the Boer delegates over 
here, in the autumn of 1880, and he 
‘had sent them back with a_ blank 
refusal. That was why he came to this 
| House and promised to vindicate the 
Queen’s authority, and so he sent out Sir 
Frederick Roberts with a large army 
We know that he afterwards changed his 
mind, but there was no magnanimity in his 
policy, and there never was a falser piece 
of history. I remember a Radical cabal 


| being formed of which the Member 
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for Northampton was a leader. There 


were some 105 Radical Members, of | 


whom the hon. Member for North- 
ampton was the chief, who said, “If you 
do not capitulate we will vote against 
you.” Mr. Gladstone meant to do 
his duty, and sent a large army to 
do it. 


Mr. CALDWELL, (Lanark, Mid.):, 
How many men did he send ? | 
*Srr ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 


15,000. 
Mr. CALDWELL: How many do you | 


send ? 
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'a Dutch supremacy. The Boer Govern- 
ment has a revenue of five millions a 
year, and most of this has gone—first in 
corruption among Boer leaders and their 
relations, and then in arms against this 
country. 


Mr. DAVITT: That is not true ; that 
is a perfectly false statement, and you 
a it. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: That is not a 


| Proper observation to apply to the hon. 


| Member, and I hope the hon. Member 
| will withdraw it. 


Mr. DAVITT: I withdraw the 


| observation in deference to the hon. 


*Srr ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : | 
That is quite irrelevant. If Mr. | 
Gladstone had done his duty we) 
should never have had the sad experi- 
ence we have had in the Transvaal 
for the last eighteen years. That is 
the true history of the capitulation after 
Majuba, and I expose it because it may 
be forgotten. There was no magnanimity 
in the capitulation. Mr. Gladstone gave 
way to the menaces of certain English | 
Radicals. Had Mr. Gladstone been well 
advised he would have returned the 
round robin of these gentlemen and their 
friends and thrown himself on the mag- 
nanimity of the House of Commons. He | 
would have been supported by the then 
great majority on both sides of the House. 
We capitulated eighteen years ago. There 
was a miserable surrender. We sur- | 
rendered after Majuba in 1881, then we 
surrendered in the Convention of 1884 
and shuffled over the suzerainty. The 
Government of 1884 was afraid to deal 
with the question of suzerainty openly. 
In order to please the Boers they did | 
not repeat the preamble of 1881. Because | 
they dared not tell the country they were | 
going to give up the suzerainty, they | 
adopted the pitiful expedient of not | 
saying anything about it. Then, in 1894, | 

we abandoned the claims of the Swazi | 
people and allowed the Boers to trample | 
upon them. Thus, year after year, , 
Radical Gov ernments have made sur- | 
render after surrender ever since, and | 
never was more patience shown, if you call | 
perpetual surrender patience. This war 
has been forced on the country by a, 
great Boer conspiracy, which has for its | 
object the destruction of British supremacy | 
in South Africa and the establishment of 


[FouRTH SERIES. ], 
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Member. 


*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
I am sure the hon. Member made that 
remark in the heat of the moment. Much 
as I differ from him, I have always found 
him a fair opponent, though his views on 
some subjects are almost fanatical. I 
believe that at least two millions of the 
annual revenue of the Boers went in the 
way I have suggested, and that it can be 
proved. 


Mr. DAVITT: Then why not prove 
it? 


*Str ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
Because I do not wish to go nowinto a large 
number of items. We have heard much 
of the “fabricated wrongs” of the 
Uitlanders. Is the denial of all share in 
the political power of the country to 
the largest and most industrious part of 
the inhabitants a fabricated wrong ? Are 
the denial of the right of a free press and 
free speech, the destruction of an inde- 
pendent High Court, and the many out- 
rages and even murders committed by the 
| Boers upon British subjects, fabricated 
| wrongs ? 


Mr. DAVITT: The same things have 
occurred in Ireland. 


*Srr ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 
| We have been told there is a great danger 
that natives will be employed to fight the 


| Boers, but I deny that any attempt has 


| been made to induce natives to rise 
against the Boer forces. Indeed one 
of the first steps taken by the High 
Commissioner was to warn the Basutos 


R 
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and Swazis not to move. 


{COMMONS} 


Only the other | to Sir Evelyn Wood, the gentleman who 
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day Sir George White refused to allow | then held the Boers in the hollow of his 


a tribe that had been plundered by 
Boers to arm for the defence of 
their rights. The more I examine the 
subject the more confident I am that the 


judgment of the country will confirm the | 


verdict of the House on the previous 
night. The war is forced on the British 


Government as a result of a great Boer | 


conspiracy against British supremacy, 
trade, and influence in South Africa, but 
the result of a brief and decisive struggle 
will be for the benefit alike of the British 
and Dutch population. Ina very few years 
the latter will have cause to congratulate 
themselves on deliverance from the cor- 
rupt tyranny of President Kruger and 
his friends, and South Africa 
the British flag will enjoy unexampled 
prosperity. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: The speech 
we have just listened to shows that the 
hon. Member is quite devoid of human 
sympathy. I was touched by his descrip- 
tion of the treatment meted out to 
another suffering people, and was sorry 
that I could not trace the same touch of 
sympathy in his remarks upon this occa- 
sion. I believe these ten millions now 
asked for would never have been ex- 
pended if the prayer in the Church collect 
had been answered, in which we pray for 
the conversion of the Turks, Jews, and 
Infidels. The hon. Gentleman takes a 
bad view and gives a bad character to 
the Boers; he also desires that the dis- 
grace of Majuba Hill shall be well 
avenged. 
people these are whom we are asked to 
treat in this way. In 1881, a speech was 
made in this House, in which occurred 
these words— 

‘* People appeared to be under the impression 
that the Boers in the Transvaal were fierce and 
unjust aggressors, and that they dispossessed 
the natives of their territory and brutally ill- 
treated them afterwards, He wished hon. 


under 


Let us consider what sort of | 


| brought 


Members would read the Papers before they | 


came to this rash and inconsiderate conclusion. 
The absolute reverse of that was the fact.” 


Again, there is a reference in this speech 
to the Boers as possessing “qualities 
which were worthy of a free people.” 
Now, Sir, whose speech is this? It is 


the speech of the gentleman who is now | 


hand. Those are the words of the gentle- 
/man who is responsible for this war. I 
| believe if Parliament had been sitting the 
war would never have taken place. Nor 
do I believe that Parliament would have 
_been convened if the Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer had not refused to barter and 
to pledge public credit. I remember the 
speech of the Secretary of the Colonies on 
the last day of the last session, in which 
he seemed to glory in the prospect of hay- 
ing a free hand. I was sorry to hear the 
First Lord of the Treasury say the other 
day, “We have the cards in our hands, 
and we will play them.” But take care 
that England does not play the knave in 
this transaction. I have in my hand a 
pamphlet which has been issued broad- 
cast to the Members of this House, 
making charges of a most atrocious 
| description against the right hon. Gentle- 
man, whom I believe to be primarily 
responsible for this war. I am sure the 
right hon Gentleman will take the proper 
means of vindicating himself and the 
Ministry to which he belongs from these 
charges. I refer, of course, to Mr. Stead’s 
pamphlet, which is in everybody’s hand. 
I rest my confidence that the right hon. 
Gentleman will take that course on the 
fact that on July 21, 1888, when he was 
giving Mr. Parnell a character, the right 
hon. Gentleman, referring to the offences 
with which Mr. Parnell was charged 
in The Times, asked whether, if a charge 
of that kind had been brought against 
him by Zhe Times, anybody in that House 
believed that in the circumstances he 
himself would not have gone to a jury. 
I now remind the right hon. Gentleman 
of that pronouncement, and await with 
anxiety the verdict in the case of 
“ Chamberlain v. Stead.” It would not, 
perhaps, be right at this time to go into 
the details of the diplomacy which has 
about this deplorable — war, 
but it has been proved up to the hilt that 
the Colonial Secretary is, at least, an 
awkward letter-writer. There is a curious 
degeneration in the letter-writing of the 
right hon. Gentleman. He has not known 
lately how to convey his feelings when, he 


| 


said, he was full of friendship and con- 


the Colonial Secretary, but who was then | 


only Mr. Chamberlain. In the same 
speech he passed a very great compliment 
Sir Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett. 


ciliation towards President Kruger ; but 
when the Jameson raiders were in 
Kruger’s hands it was not, “We shall 
close the correspondence,” but ‘ Let them 
go,” and “ Postscript— How is Mrs. 
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Kruger?” That is what we in Ireland{ hated beyond measure by the Dutch 


call British magnanimity. I have not/in the 


the slightest doubt that when President 
Kruger used that exaggerated language, 
“We will stagger humanity,” he was 
thinking of the heroic deeds of his Dutch 
predecessor under William the Silent. 
It is easy for hon. Gentlemen with bank- 


ing houses in the City to laugh at those | 


poor peasants; they would never do 


what the British have done. The British | 


have twice driven the Boers from their 


country, once in 1836 and once in 1853. | 


(An Hon. MEMBER on the Ministerial 
benches, ‘“ No.”) 
the Member for the Stretford Division of 
Lanecashire—— 


Sin J. W. MACLURE (Lancashire, | 


Stretford): I never spoke. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Oh, very 
well. In my judgment, of _ this 
£10,000,000 every single farthing is 
going to be expended for the purposes of 


murder and robbery. That looks rather | 


a strong observation, but it is true. It 
was a most fortunate circumstance that 
the discovery of the goldfields succeeded, 
rather than preceded, the restoration of 
Boer independence in 1881. Had Johan- 
nesburg with its present population and 
its present prosperity existed at the time 
of the Transvaal War, it never would 
have been suffered to pass away from the 
domination of the British Government. 
That was written by Lord Randolph 
Churchill in 1891, after seeing the gold 
there. Abuse of the Boers as foul as 
ever fell from the lips of men has been 
telegraphed to England, and telegraphed 
back to the Transvaal. I cannot under- 
stand the levity of the hon. Gentleman 
opposite. Gallant men _ have been 
wounded on both sides,for whom our 
sympathy goes out, and such levity is 
unworthy, not only of Englishmen, but of 
human beings. I believe in my heart 
that if any other gentleman, except the 
right hon. Gentleman who is now in that 
office, had been at the head of the Colonial 
Office this war would not have occurred. 
I will tell the House on what I base that 
opinion. I do not wish to say one unkind 
word about Mr. Rhodes. Mr. Rhodes has 
acted in many ways very badly, but he 
has very high qualities, and some high 
notions, and he knows the qualities of the 
persons round him exceedingly well. 
But Mr. Rhodes, rightly or wrongly, is | 


If the hon. Gentleman | 


Transvaal. They regard 
him as the prime mover and 
conspirator against the — indepen- 


idence of the Transvaal, and they 
have seen him and the Colonial Secretary 
| going about literally hand-in-hand _to- 
|gether. I say therefore, that if any other 
/Colonial Secretary had been at the 
Colonial Oftice except the present one, 
there would not have been this enormous 
distrust of England, and this belief that 
fa English people want to grasp their 
and. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : I fail to see the 
connection between the argument of the 
' hon. Member and the proposal before the 
Committee. 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: I shall not 
| pursue the subject further, but I was 
'endeavouring to show that £10,000,000 
is to be spent on this Boer War, and that 
that war would not have taken place 
except for the personal hatred and sus- 
| picion of Mr. Rhodes and the close and 
|intimate relations between Mr. Rhodes 
| and the Colonial Secretary, and that the 
| 


Colonial Secretary had promoted members 
who were up to their necks in the Raid. 
Now, Sir, I thank the Committee for 
| giving me on the whole, a fair and patient 
| hearing. I have not said anything to 
hurt the feelings of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. Ican understand their feelings, 
and I ask them to appreciate ours. I 
| protest against this war, on which 
| £10,000,000 is to be spent, a share of 
which Ireland will have to pay. But while 
| blood is being shed, it cannot be reduced 
‘to £s. d. Bloodshed is so odious and 
abominable that I cannot like to think of 
it as a question of money. I see in this 
Vote of £10,000,000 to extinguish the 
Dutch Republic an absolute analogy 
|with the extinction of the Irish nation 
a century ago. The same corrup- 
tion is at work. Hon. Gentlemen 
speak of the corruption of the Boer 
Republic. The charge of corruption 
should rather be levelled against the 
German Jew Syndicate who wish this 
war in order to raise the price of their 
stocks and funds. Yon will crush, 
undoubtedly, the South African Republic, 
but you will do something more, you will 
produce a bad feeling throughout the 
Cape Colony and all foreign nations. 
On the whole, I say that this is a sordid, 
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mercenary, and disgraceful war, and that | civilisation, that it was for revenge, that 
all the worst passions of the human race | it was the result of conspiracy, and that 
are enlisted on behalf of it. |it -was thrust upon us by the Boers. 
| Now, who can believe that countries of 

CoLonEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- | the size of the Transvaal and the Orange 
shire, Newport): I rise simply to give | Free State wished war with this great 
utterance to the thought that is in the | Empire? The Boers are the descendants 
minds of every soldier in the House, | of one of the bravest races in Europe. 
namely, that it is a thousand pities, on an | They are actuated by an intense love of 
evening when news of so momentous a/ freedom; they love their country, and 
character, affecting the lives of somanynear | will only yield up its independence with 
and dear to us, is trembling on the tele- | their lives. I look upon this as a wantonly 
graph wire, that we should indulge in any- | aggressive war ; and it is especially to be 
thing like unseemly party controversy, or | deplored that it should have been forced 
that we should bandy across the floor of | upon these unfortunate people, within a 
the House repartees and accusations, | few months of the date when the English 
which in cooler moments we must be | representatives at the Hague Conference 
sorry to have uttered. I am not pre-| were the foremost in supporting the 
suming to say on which side the blame | humanitarian principle of arbitration—a 
lies, but, speaking as a soldier, and feel-| principle which the Boers have all along 
ing therefore very strongly the crisis of | expressed themselves as willing to accept. 
the moment, I hope that Members, on | The Boers wanted as much as they could 
whatever side of the House they sit, | to avoid hostilities, and I certainly think 
may be able to put some little check | that it will be very hard for the friends 
upon their language. However strong | of this country and of British soldiers to 





| 
. 7 * | . 
their feelings may be, surely these may | defend it. A reference has been made to 


be hushed to-night, in the face of the 
news which we have heard, and are 
likely to hear, and out of respect to 
the memory of those who have fallen— 
gallant men on the other side, as well as 


Majuba Hill. Mr. Gladstone sent out 
}an army which was sufficient to vindi- 
|cate the honour and glory of England 
when the people of this country were 
smarting under defeat and disaster. If 


on our own—for soldiers are the last to | that army of 15,000 men was sufficient 
deny to gallant opponents their full meed | to subdue the Transvaal then, why are 
of praise. Humble Member as I am, I | you going to send out 70,000 now? I 
believe that I identify myself with the | object to this Vote on principles of 
feeling of the House and the country in | humanity, on a general detestation of 
wishing that at this moment controversy | war, and a desire for peace. Of the 
may be hushed, and in stating that we Eng- | £10,000,000 this expedition will cost, 
lishmen are proud to-night to know that | Ireland will pay nearly a million, while 
the victory, however much it has cost us, | already Ireland is suffering from over- 
has been won by the gallantry of our | taxation to the extent of £3,000,000 a 
Irish brother-soldiers as well as by our | year. The great bulk of the people of 
own. Ireland detest this war. On behalf of my 
constituents I protest against it, because 
Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I have | it is an unnecessary, an unjust, and an 
no sympathy with the levity which has | aggressive war. 
been exhibited in this House to-night, and 
I merely rise to express my concurrence} Dr. CLARK (Caithness-shire): We 
with the sentiments of the hon. and | have heard two reasons urged for this war, 
gallant Gentleman who has just spoken, | onebytheColonialSecretary and one by the 
who has recalled our feelings to the | First Lord of the Treasury. The Colonial 
human suffering and family bereavements | Secretary urged us to go to war for the 








which must necessarily occur during the 
prosecution of this lamentably bitter war. 
I do not think this war will reflect any 
credit on this great nation, but it must 
affect us all, and enlist our sympathies 
for the heroic men on both sides who 
are unhappily engaged in it. It is said 
that the object of the war was for 
Mr, Swift MacNeill. 





purpose of imposing our suzerainty on 
these two Republics, and the First Lord of 
the Treasury said that because you had a 
corrupt Government you should put an 
end to it. The Boer Government may 
be a corrupt Government, but I have 
heard no evidence in support of that con- 
tention put before the House. There 
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was once a corrupt Government in the 
Transvaal which was administered by an 
hon. Member of this House, a Govern- 
ment appointed by the British Govern- 
ment. Sir Theophilus Shepstone was the 
Governor, and his son the Secretary. That 
Government was corrupt and scandalous. 


My hon. friend the Member for North | 


Norfolk was sent out td the Transvaal 


to investigate that matter, and we have | 


seen his Report and the correspon- 
dence between him and Lord Welby, 
a permanent official, the head of 
the Treasury. In the correspondence it 
was pointed out that the accounts were 


of a most unsatisfactory character ; 
vouchers and details were produced for | 


about one-third of the payments, and the 
small portion which was capable of thor- 
ough examination contained evidence that 
the unvouched residue included several 
duplicate charges. There was a charge of 
swindling, and Lord Welby’s attention 
was drawn to the fact that there was an 
overdraft of £300 for salary. This doubt- 
lessled the hon. Gentlemen to recognise the 
grave position in which he had placed him- 
self by disregarding the rules of govern- 
ment which he was appointed to carry 
ont—— 


AN Hon. Member: If the hon. Gentle- 
man is addressing himself to me I would 
direct your attention to it, Sir. 


Dr. CLARK : I was not addressing you, 
Sir. 


Mr DAVITT: He was talking about 
an Englishman. 


A Voice: Germans need not apply. 


Dr. CLARK: And when the Colonial 
Secretary of the day appealed to the 
Treasury not to ruin this man, and urged 
that a great number of the charges might 
be allowed, a right hon. Gentleman, then 
a Member of this House, wrote a letter, in 
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(I think it stands for honesty with any 
civil service in the world; but there are 
black sheep in it, and there may be black 
sheep in the Transvaal—I do not know. 
I heard the hon. Member for Central 
Bradford make an assertion that President 
Kruger had got the little six-roomed 
house in which he lives by giving con- 
cessions to people to sell liquor in the 
Transvaal. That concession was given in 
1882. 


Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 
| How much did he get out of the dynamite 
| monopoly ? 


Dr. CLARK: He got nothing out of 
it. I know something about that mono- 
poly. I have the original document in 
my possession. I say it is a vile slander, 
and before you make such a charge you . 
ought to have some evidence of its truth. 
All you do is to, coward-like, slander 
| your enemies. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: If the hon. Mem- 
ber applies that expression to any hon. 
Gentleman he will see that it is an 
expression that ought not to be used. 
| Dr. CLARK: I did not apply it to 
any hon. Member, Sir; I merely said that 
such a course was cowardly. I should 
not use it to my hon. friend, because he 
_is not a coward, whatever he may be. 
| 
| Mr. PAULTON (Durham, Bishop 
| Auckland): On a point of order, Sir, are 
| the remarks of the hon. Member relevant 
_ to the subject before the Committee ? 
| 
| Dr. CLARK: One of the principal 
| Teasons urged by the right hon. Gentle- 
'man for our taking the course we are 
taking to-day was because it was a 
corrupt Government. You have roused 
'a war feeling in this country on 
false pretences, and you now tell us 
quite frankly that you are fighting to 





which he said—“ Charges made for oe |impose your supremacy all over South 
etc., were simple impertinence.” Under | Africa. In my opinion you have justified 
these circumstances I think we might) the action taken by the Orange Free 
hold our tongues regarding corrupt State, hecause you have no moral right to 
Governments, because that Government | force your supremacy on the Orange Free 
was appointed by the people of this | State upon any ground whatever. We 
country. I have a great respect for our | went to South Africa and got our rights 
Civil Service both at home and abroad. | there, whatever they are, in 1815. These 
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men were then citizens of the Natalian 
Republic. From no fault of their own 
they became citizens of the British 
Government ; they remained citizens for 
20 years, and then they left you and went 
into the wilderness and carved out a 
State for themselves. The question 
was discussed by the various law 
officers of the day, and they agreed that 
these men had the right to do as they 
did, and you met these men and made 
treaties with them. The men who signed 
that treaty were born citizens of the 
Natalian Republic, and now we are told 
that for some reason or other we are 
roing to thrust our supremacy upon them. 
i protest against such a course. You 
have neither moral nor legal reason for it, 
and the war is simply an act of piracy on 
the part of this great nation. 


Mr. MARKS (Tower Hamlets, St. | 


George's): May I ask the hon. Gentle- 


men whether he is now speaking as a | 
Member of this House or as Consul for | 


the Transvaal ? 


Dr. CLARK: I am not Consul for the 


Transvaal. 
Mr. MARKS: You were recently. 


Dr. CLARK: 


recently ? 


What do you call 


Mr. MARKS: The time you say these 
things happened. 


Dr. CLARK: I ceased to be Consul- 


General for the Transvaal in 1891. That | 


was eight years ago. I was their first 
Consul General from the date of their in- 
dependence ; and although paramountcy 
and suzerainty are now claimed over the 
Transvaal, as Consul General for the 
Transvaal I got as many evequaturs as the 
Consul General of any other country. 
I hope that the present course of events, 
which we all deplore, will be as brief as 
possible, and that something may yet be 
done to bring about what I desire as much 
as anyone in this House, viz., not mere 
physical supremacy, but the supremacy of 
the English language, and of English 
ideas, which I have seen grow since my 
first visit to Africa. I trust that we shall 
discuss this question on higher grounds 
Dr. Clark, 
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than mere insinuations regarding the 
honesty of the men who are engaged on 
the other side. 


Mr DILLON: The purpose for which 
I have risen is to give expression, very 
briefly, to the feeling of satisfaction— 
which I am sure must be universal 
throughout the House —with which I 
have listened to the speech of the hon. and 
gallant Member for Newport. If the 
‘debate had been conducted throughout 
in that tone and temper, many bitter 
things which have fallen from both sides 
/must have been left unsaid. We feel so 
| intensely on this subject, that it is difficult 
for us to speak calmly upon it. I, for 
my part, however, strongly as I differ 
from the hon. and gallant Member, feel 
| bound to recognise in the language and the 
evident feeling with which he spoke the 
spirit of a generous and gallant soldier. 
| He has spoken in a very different tone 
from some other hon. Members. He 
recognised the qualities of his enemies, as a 
bravesoldier ought todo. Sir, I had myself 
intended to move some Amendments, but 
so far as I am concerned I think the dis- 
cussion might now close. There is only 
one point which I wish to put to the First 
Lord of the Treasury or the Secretary of 
State for War. Already the dreadful 
results of battle are upon us, and hundreds 
| of wounded are lying on the field. Will 
| the Secretary for War, in regard to the 
| £50,000 for medical stores, undertake 
| that the same treatment shall be extended 
| to the wounded of the encmy as to our 
| own wounded ! 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can assure 
the hon. Gentleman who has just spoken 
that he is not mistaken in supposing that 
the dictates of humanity, the dictates of 
commén charity, and the principles of 
civilised warfare all conspire to guarantee 
that everything that can be dene for the 
wounded will be done alike for the 
wounded on both sides, wholly irrespective 
of the part which they may have taken 
'in the contest. Sir, I think the hon. 
' Gentleman who has just sat down agrees, 
ashe told us he does agree, with the 
| speech—a speech I am sorry to say I did 
| not hear, but the tenor of which I have 

been made acquainted with—made_ by 
my hon. friend the Member for New- 
port, which [ believe found an echo in 
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the mind of everybody, on whatever 
side of the House he may have sat 
or whatever view he may take of 
the particular controversy in which 
we are now engaged. And I hope, after 
what has fallen from the hon. Gentleman. 
that we may content ourselves now with a 
Division on the question, without further 
continuing the controversy between the 
different parts of the House. I think 
if that is the general view of the House— 
and I gather from what has fallen from 
hon. Gentlemen that that is the general 
view of the House—that view will be 
confirmed when I read to them the sad 
telegram which has just been received 
from the General Officer Commanding in 
Natal, dated 7.10 p.m., and which has 
just been put into my hands. [Cries of 
“ Hats off!” and every hat was at once 
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of other casualties follows. The important 
success to-day is due to his great courage, fine 
generalship, and the gallant example and 
confidence he gave to the troops under his 
command,’ ” 


Mr. DAVITT: I only rise for the 
purpose of reminding the Under Secretary 
for War of the promise he made last 
session, that in the dread eventuality of 
war Mark IV. ammunition would not be 
used, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have been mind- 
ful of that promise. The Indian troops 
have left their Mark IV. ammunition 
behind, and orders have been given for 
them to be supplied with other ammuni- 
tion. 





removed.] The 
follows :— 


“General Yule wires :—‘ Regret to report 


telegram runs as 





Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 271 ; 


General Symons mortally wourded. Report! Noes, 32. (Division List, No. 9.) 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. | 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis | 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
Balfour, Rt Hn A. J. (Manch’r | 
Balfour, Rt Hon G. W. (Leeds | 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 

darry, RtHnAHSmith-( Hunts | 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beckett, Ernest William 
3entinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, ’ommander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bil), Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

3owles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Caldwell. James 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
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Chelsea, Viscount 

Clarke, Sir Edw. (Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 


| Colville, John 


Compton, Lerd Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Gl’sg’w) 


| Cornwallis, Fiennes Stanley W. 


Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T: D. 


| Cranborne, Viscount 
| Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Cubitt Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
| Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 


Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, Arthur 

Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Duckworth, James 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Evershed, Sydney 

Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn-SirJ.(Man.) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzgerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 





Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartis, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, HnA.G.H. (CityofLond. 


| Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
| Gilliat, John Saunders 
' Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Gold, Charles 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


| Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 


Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Ch. Seale- 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Horniman, Frederick John 
Howell, William Tudor 
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Hozier, Hon. James Hy. Cecil | 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) | 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jessel, Captain H. Merton 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, William (Carnarvons.) | 
Kemp, George 

Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batt 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea, SirThomas(Londonderry) | 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 
Leighton, Stanle | 
Llewellyn, Seastt ABemerest) | 
eR OY a | 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erksine 
Long,Col. CharlesW (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) | 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M’ Arthur, Charles(Liverpool) ; 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Calmont, H. L. B. (Cambs.) | 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W) | 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord EdwardWm.J. | 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. | 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand | 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. John 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
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Abrahain, William (Cork, N.E. , 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Blake, Edward 

Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh) 
Commins, Andrew 
Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Daly, James 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Resolutions to be 


Monday next. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House ' 
of the 18th day of this instant October, | 





| Myers, William Henry 


' Nicol, Donald Ninian 


| Penn, John 


| Healy, Maurice (Cork) 


| M‘Hugh, P. A. (Leitrim) 


reported 
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Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. ) 
Morgan, Hon .Fred. (Mon.) 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptf'd.) 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 


Newdigate,Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
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Northcote, Hn. Sir H. Stafford | 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay | 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) | 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, herbert P. (Darlingt’n | 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. 


Philipps, John Wynford 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, SirG.A.(LancesSW 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


| Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 


| Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 


NOES. 


Gibney, James 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kilbride, Denis 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (CumbTd 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr MA (Qn’s Co.) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Ghee, Richard 





Question put. 
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Saunderson, Rt. Hon.Col. E.J. 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrw) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edw.Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sic M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Ox. Univ. 
Thornton, Perey M. 


| Tollemache, Henry James 
| Tomlinson,Wm. Edw. Murray 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Coi. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-L.) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,J oseph Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young,Commander (Berks, E. ) 
Younger, William 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tuite, James 

Wedderburn, Sir William 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. Davitt. 


upon | Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without 


Adjourned accordingly at ten minutes 


before Twelve of the clock, 
till Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. | ing Statutes III. and XIV. of the College 
Statutes [by Act]; to lie upon the T able, 
Monday, 23rd October 1899. | and to be printed. [No. 9.] 

sit | UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 

re CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). 
PETITIONS. | Copy presented, of a Statute made by 
the Governing Body of Pembroke Col- 
| lege, Oxford, on 3rd March, 1899, amend- 
GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY ‘ing | Clause 9 of Statute II. and Clause 3 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES). | of Statute VIII. of the College Statutes 
Petitions in favour, from Heywood, | [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 


Widnes, and Stockport ; to lie upon the | fe printed. [No. 10.] 
Table. 


AND 1898. 
Petitions for alteration of law :—from 
Manchester, and Manchester and Salford ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRANSVAAL WAR — SELECTION OF 

TROOPS FOR ACTIVE SERVICE. 

Major WYNDHAM-QUIN (Glamor- 
b : — 5 ee tape | ganshire, 8.): I beg to ask the Under 
ee oN SUNDAY. seit Secretary of State for War if he will state 
| what were the reasons that induced the 
‘military authorities in India not to 
‘despatch the 16th Lancers, now at 
| Umballa, for active service in South 
| Africa; and why, considering this regi- 
bes 2 ny ae | ment was first on the roster for active 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. service, another cavalry regiment was 
, Selected in its place. 


| 
} 
| 
| 
INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879, 1888, | QUESTIONS. 
| 
; 
| 
| 


Petitions against, from Kilburn, Shef- 
field, Eye, W ‘ortham, Saxmundham, and | 
Penzance ; to lie upon the Table. 


} 

COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). | THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
; Fok WAR (Mr. WyNbDHAM, Dover): The 
| selection of the regiments to proceed from 
| India to South Africa rests entirely with 
the Commander-in-Chief in India, and the 
: ’ ac aS | Secretary of State does not propose te 
COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). | inquire why any particular regiment was 

Copy presented, of Report No. 275 | Selected. 
eg Solomon Islands, Annual Renort | 
1898-9) [by Command] ; to lie upon | 
Lae e Table. 


Copy presented of Report, No. 276! 
(Gibraltar Annual Report for 1898) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY ESTIMATES—SPECIAL SER- 
VICES IN SOUTH AFRICA. 
Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.) : 
UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND | I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
CAMBRIDGE ACD, 1877 (OXFORD). | for W. ar whether a separate account ot 
i aa ii Meilatia aad § the total cost of the special services for 
Opy Presenters OF a pane Macey | which the Army Supplementary Estimate 
the Governing Body of Worcester Col-: -.j. ACR “ 
5 7 is being obtained will be appended to the 
lege, Oxford, at a meeting held on the hceciee tabi hannah of ten weed 
22nd February, 1899, and continued by | ° ei Li coi = 
adjournment on the 8th March, 1899,, Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. There 
amending Statute III. 10 of the Statutes exists a standing order from io ‘Diese 
of the College [by Act]; to lie _ the | that such a statement shall always be 


An Asterisk 4 ” at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 


Table, and to be printed. [No. 8.] | given of the cost of special services. 
UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND | PROGRESS OF THE WAR. 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). =| Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 


Copy presented, of a Statute made by | ham) : May I ask if the Under Secretary 
the Governing Body of Brasenose College, | for War has any news from South Africa 
Oxford, on the 15th March, 1899, amend- | he can communicate to the House. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: 
in-Chief (Lord Wolseley) thus sums up 
the situation 

“The position in Natal early this morning 
was as follows :—In the battle at Elandslaagte 
on the 21st inst. two guns were captured from 
the Boers, who lost heavily. Large columns of 
the enemy appear to be advancing from the 
north and west on General Yule. He had 
consequently fallen back from Dundee, and 
was concentrating at (lencoe Junction. In 
this operation we gather that the wounded 
and their medical attendants were left at 
Dundee. General White was in position at 
Ladysmith, and is being reinforced from 
Maritzburg. The enemy app2ar to be in 
large numerical superiority.” 


TROOPS AT BELFAST. 

Mr. MACALEERSE (Monaghan, N.): 
I heg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland will he ex- 
plain why all the military, with the 
exception of a small number of recruits, 
have been withdrawn from the Victoria 
Barracks, Clifton Street, Belfast, seeing 
that it has been found necessary on more 
than one occasion recently, and when the 
police were unable to suppress dangerous 
riots in Belfast, to call out the military 
to aid the civil power; and will he have 
the military now withdrawn replaced by 
others, so that in the unfortunate event 
of any recurrence of local disturbances 
the peaceable citizens might have due 
protection. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The troops with- 
drawn from Belfast were required for 
service in South Africa. I have already 
explained in this House how troops with- 
drawn in this, and similar instances, will 
he replaced. I may add that a squadron 
otf Dragoon Guards will, among other 
troops, be at Belfast. 


HEALTH OF TROOPS IN INDIA. 

Sin J. FERGUSSON — (Manchester, 
N.E.): [beg toask the Secretary of State 
for India if he can inform the House how 
the returns of admission to hospital for 
venereal disease compare with those of 
previous years. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
Kaling): The admission rate for venereal 
diseases among British troops in India 
(including those on field service) was 363 
per 1,000 in 1898, against 486 in 1897, 
511 in 1896, and 522 in 1895, This isa 
and is the more 


considerable deerense, 
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The Commander- | 
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gratifying because the new cantonment 
rules, to which it is no doubt mainly due, 
had not fully come into operation at the 
time when the return was made. The 
rate was lower in 1898 than in any year 
since 1887 ; and the figures of 1898 show 
a greater reduction on those of 1897 than 
has ever been recorded in any previous 
year, but they are still sadly high, and 
I hope and expect under the present 
system to see them much further reduced. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON: Can my noble 
friend give any statement as to Her 
Majesty’s ships in the Indian ports ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : No, Sir. 


CALCUTTA MUNICIPAL BILL. 

Mr. J. H. ROBERTS (Denbighshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether the Calcutta Municipal 
Bill has been passed into law by the 
Bengal Legislative Council, and whether 
more than half the elected members of 
the present Corporation of Calcutta have 
resigned their seats as a protest against 
the action of the Government in reference 
tothe Bill referred to; and whether, in 
view of these circumstances, this House 
will have an opportunity of considering 
the provisions of the new law before it 
comes into operation in April next. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : My answer to 
the first two questions is in the affirma- 
tive. As regards the third question, [ do 
not propose to depart from the ordinary 
procedure prescribed for Acts passed by 
the local legislature, and which are re- 
ported to the Secretary of State. 


ENGLAND AND ABYSSINIA. 

Sim CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can state to the House 
which Abyssinian province it is which has 
been assigned to the government of a 
Russian subject, Count Leontieff, and how 
it stands geographically in relation to the 
sritish sphere of influence north of Lake 
Rudolph. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manchester, 
E.) (for Mr. Broprick): So far as we 
are aware the province which has been 
assigned to Monsieur Leontieff is situated 
to the north-east of Lake Rudolph, and 
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is bounded on the west by the Omo 
River. The actual boundary between the 


British sphere and Abyssinia is under | 


discussion with the Emperor Menelek. 


THE WAIMA INCIDENT. 

Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether, 
referring to the statement made 
in this House by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer on June 9 last, 
that a favourable consideration might be 
given to the Waima claims by the French 
Government, he can state what progress 
has been made since that date towards a 
satisfactory settlement. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (for Mr. Brop- 
rick): The French Government have 
accepted arbitration and admitted the 
principle of an indemnity to the British 
sufferers, if Waima is proved to be in 
British territory—of which Her Majesty’s 


Government will be able to furnish clear , 


proof. The French Government have 
been informed that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are ready to discuss the best methods 
of giving effect to the views of the two 
Governments in regard to a reference to 
arbitration. 


ENGLISH LANGUAGE AT MALTA. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, having regard to the fact that 
under a Commission appointed by His 
Majesty King William LV., dated Novem- 
ber 13, 1834, a decree was promulgated 
authorising the use of the Italian language 
in all legal proceedings in Malta, will he 
state why, on March 15 last, he instructed 
the Governor of Malta to make known by 
proclamation that it is the intention of 
Her Majesty’s Government that the 
English language should be substituted 
for the Italian language in all legal pro- 
ceedings in Malta after a period of fifteen 
years ; has he received from the elected 
members of the Council of Government of 
Malta, and also from the members of the 
legal profession in Malta, a protest against 
this decision ; and, will he, in view of this 
protest, adhere to the arrangement 
entered into in 1834. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): My reasons for. direct- 
ing the Governor of Malta to issue the 
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‘proclamation are stated in my despatch 
of April 28th last, printed in the House 
of Commons Return No. 287 of July last 
I have received protests from the elected 


‘members of the Council of Government 


and from members of the legal profession 
in Malta, which I have carefully con- 
sidered ; but for the reasons stated in the 
despatch referred to, | see no ground for 
altering the decision arrived at. 


AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH BILL. 

Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether Her Majesty’s 
Government have yet come.to any deci- 
sion in the matter of the proposed aboli- 
tion of the appeal to the Privy Council 
under the new Australasian Common- 
wealth Bill. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The Austral- 
asian Commonwealth Bill is under con- 
sideration. I do not think that the effect 
of its provisions in regard to appeals to 
the Privy Council is accurately described 
in the hon. Member’s question. 


IRREGULAR NONCONFORMIST 
MARRIAGES. 

Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS § (Not- 
tinghamshire, Mansfield): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment whether he is aware that with- 
in a recent period cases have occurred in 
which, in consequence of illegalities or 
serious irregularities committed by regis- 
trars, marriages have had to be celebrated 
a second time; what action has been 
taken by the Registrar General in regard 
to such registrars; and what steps have 
been or will be taken to prevent the re- 
currence of such incidents. 


THe PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHap.in, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I understand 
that a registrar of marriages recently 
allowed two marriages to be illegally 
solemnised in a Nonconformist chapel 
without the production of the necessary 
certificates, although he knew that these 
certificates had not been issued and were 
not at the time due. The two marriages 
were subsequently re-solemnised in order 
to obviate all doubt as to their legality. 
The Registrar General at once required 
the resignation of the registrar, who 
accordingly resigned his office. I am in- 


formed that there is no record of a 
S23 
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similar offence haying been committed by 
any registrar of marriages, of whom there 
are above 1,000 in England and Wales, 
and I trust that the steps taken in this 
instance will prevent the occurrence of 
any similar case in future. 


Questions. 


SOUTH KENSINGTON MUSEUM. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education from what 
source he got the information supplied by 
him to the House on the 18th May last, 
to the effect that the examination an- 
nounced to be held on the 13th Decem- 
ber, 1898, to fill a vacancy in the position 


of assistant in the South Kensington | 
Museum (Art Branch) had been actually , 


held ; and whether he is now aware tat 
no examination was held, and that a 


gentleman was appointed to the position ' 


without examination. 

THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 


University): The information given by | 


me to the House in May last was based 
upon the information at that time in the 
possession of the Science and Art De- 
partment respecting the proceedings of 
thn Civil Service Commissioners in the 
matter. It appears from information 
subsequently given to the House by the 
Secretary to the Treasury that the ex- 
amination in question was begun but not 


completed, because there was only one | 


competivor, and he was qualified by pre- 
vious examination. 


INEBRIATES’ REFORMATORIES. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S$.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for the Home Department whether | 
the 


his attention has been called to 
observations of the learned Chairman of 


the County of London Sessions on the | 


18th instant, in passing sentence on 
Joanna Driscoll, that there was no State 
inebriate reformatory in existence to 
which he could order her to be sent, as 
contemplated by the Inebriates Act; 
whether, seeing that a man who had 
previously been convicted seven times in 
twelve months was’ sentenced, at the 
recent Lancaster Quarter Sessions, to 
three years’ detention in an inebriates’ 


reformatory, but the Home Office has in- | 


ormed the Governor of Lancaster Castle 


hat there is no reformatory for such ine- 
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i briates, he will state what course does he 
propose to take with regard to this 
prisoner; and whether temporary ar- 
rangements have been made for the use of 
_a portion of one of Her Majesty’s prisons 
| for a State inebriate reformatory, as stated 
in the Report of the Departmental Com- 
/ mittee, dated 12th December last ; and if 
| not, will he be good enough to state what 
‘steps he has taken to give effect to the 
| intention of Parliament. 


| *Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
|THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
/WuitE Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
‘I have seen a newspaper report of the 
| ease at the London Quarter Sessions, and 
‘Iam making inquiry as to the circum- 
stances. I may say that prima fucic the 
accused seems 10 be as well qualified for 
committal to a certified reformatory 
of which there are now several in 
existence—as to a State reformatory. 
As regards the case at the Lancashire 
Quarter Sessions, | am also making in- 
| quiry, as the circumstances of the com- 
/mittal are not clear. I may add that 
ithere will be at least one certified 
'reformatory ready for the reception of 
male inebriates in a very short time. I 
have abandoned the project of adapting 
a portion of one of Her Majesty’s prisons 
for use as a temporary State reforma- 
‘tory. My reasons for so doing, as well 
_as for hesitating to establish a permanent 
| State reformatory, are given fully in a 
circular which I issued last January to 
‘Her Majesty’s judges and others, and of 
-which I have directed a copy to be sent 

to the hon. Member. I will only say 

here that subsequent experience has 
' justified and confirmed that hesitation. 





ELECTRIC TRACTION ON METRO- 
POLITAN RAILWAYS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade if he will 
state whether the experiments made 
between Earl’s Court and High Street, 
Kensington, with the object of introdue- 
ing electric traction on the metropolitan 
underground railways, have proved satis- 
| factory ; and will he say whether there is 
|any prospect of electric traction being 
introduced on these railways at an early 
date. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
(or TRADE (Mr. Rrrcutk, Croydon): 
| The necessary plant has been constructed 


| 
} 
| 
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during the summer, and I understand | 
that an experimental train will be run | 
during the early part of November. I| 
cannot say when electric traction will be | 
introduced generally ; that must depend, | 
of course, on the result of experiments. 
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HIGHLAND FISHERY LOANS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, having regard to the fact that 
the fishermen of the Highlands and Is- 
lands of Scotland have repaid as much as 


| £24,000 out of the £30,000 advanced up 


, to the close of 1890 for the purchase of 


COMMUNICATION ON PASSENGER 
TRAINS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether the 
Committee of Railway General Managers , 
have yet decided on the most suitable ap- 
pliance to be fixed in passenger trains as | 
a means of communication between rail- 
way passengers and the guard. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I understand that 
there is a preponderance of opinion in 
favour of what is known as the “ brake | 
system ” of communication, and that most 
of the larger companies are taking steps 
to apply it. 


MUZZLING ORDER IN LANCASHIRE. 

Mr. GALLOWAY: I beg to ask the | 
President of the Board of Agriculture if | 
he can state when the Muzzling Order will | 
be taken off in Lancashire. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD | 
ov AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): An Order has been 
issued revoking the Muzzling Order now 
in force in Lancashire as from Friday 
next, the 27th inst. 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING OFF THE ISLAND 
OF LEWIS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, in view of the fact that illegal 
trawling is still prosecuted to a large 
extent in Broad Bay and other waters 
around the coast of the Island of Lewis, 
will arrangements be made for a satisfac- | 
tory patrol of these waters. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Mvrray, Buteshire): That the 
patrol of the waters referred to in the 
question is fairly and reasonably efficient 
is evidenced by the facts that since the , 
beginning of the year four convictions 
have been obtained against offenders, and 
that penalties to the amount of £200; 
have been imposed. The waters referred 
to are receiving the special attention of 
the Fishery Board. 


' fishing boats, will the Fishery Board, now 
| that £6,000 only is owing, consider the 
expediency of again granting loans of this 
, description. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
hon. Member is correct in stating that 
£24,000 has been repaid, but it must be 


‘remembered that that figure includes 
| interest as well as principal. £8,818 


principal and interest is still in arrear, of 
which £5,721 has had to be written off as 


, irrecoverable. The Fishery Board do not 


propose to revive the loans for the 
present. 


BRIDGE-OF-WEIR ORPHAN HOMES. 

Sm CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) : I beg to ask the Lord Advo- 
cate whether the 9U0 children of school 
age, inmates of the Bridge-of-Weir Orphan 
Homes, whom the local school board in 
April last refused to admit to the public 


| school, have during the last six months 


been in attendance at any school ; whether 
the official sent by the Scottish Education 
Department to inspect the school buildings 
at the orphan homes at Bridge-ot-Weir 


, has yet sent in his report as to their suit- 


ability for the purposes of a public school, 
and the terms on which the proprietors 
are willing to let or lease them to the 
school board ; and whether any step has 
been taken by the Department to secure 
that the provisions of the law of Scotland as 
to compulsory education shall not remain 
indefinitely in abeyance in the district in 
question. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 


‘question in dispute between the school 


board and the managers of the orphan 
homes has been the subject of much 


| correspondence, and I regret to say that 


it is not yet settled. The inspector has 
reported the buildings to be well suited 
for the purposes of a school, but it does 


hot rest with the Department to arrange 


the terms on which they may be leased. 
The Department have been pressing the 
school board for a decision as to their 
action, and a definite reply has been pro- 
mised this week. Until that is before 
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them their Lordships can make no further 
statement. 


NEW POSTAGE STAMPS. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- | 


bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether it is the intention of the 


Department to issue a postage stamp or | 


stamps of a new design on an early date ; 
and, if so, will he state the values of the 
new stamps, and the colours to be used ; 


and whether he has been able to overcome | 


the difficulties in the way of arranging for 


the issue of an Imperial or an Interna- | 


tional postage stamp. 

THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): It is intended to alter the colour of 
the halfpenny stamp from red to green, 
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| Company for securing a more punctual 

arrival at Carlisle, «and it is understood 
| that as regards the service from Carlisle 
|northwards the companies responsible 
have for some time past been making 
' special enquiry with a view of providing 
a remedy. 


CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATIONS. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether any change has been made in the 
practice of the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners by virtue of which examinations 
are held not merely with a view to filling 
| existing vacancies, but also with a view 
to vacancies arising within six months 
after the examination. 


' Mr. HANBURY: No, Sir. 


but the present design will not be altered. | 


{t is also intended to issue a new shilling | 
stamp, but the colour and design have not | 
yet been decided upon. The answer to | 


the second paragraph is in the negative. 


NORTH OF IRELAND MAIL SERVICE. 

CoLtoneL M‘CALMONT (Antrim, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether the attention of the 
Postmaster General has been drawn to 
the constant irregularity of the mail ser- 
vice between London and the north of 
Ireland by Stranraer and Larne ; whether 
he is aware that the connection between 
Larne and Ballymena missed twenty-four 
times in September, and every day for 
the first fortnight of this month, thus 
causing serious, inconvenience to business 
men and others, who rely on the punctual 
carrying out of the service ; whether the 
delay almost invariably takes place south 
of Carlisle; and whether means can be 
tiken to enforce the observance of the 
o'ticial time-table. 


Mr. HANBURY: The working of the 
mail service between London and the 
north of Irelan!, by way of Stranraer 
and Larne, is no doubt irregular. There 
were seventzen failures of connection with 
Ballymena during last month, and there 
have been twelve already during the pre- 
sent month. A part of the delay has 
occurred south of Carlisle, and a part on 
subsequent stages of the journey. An 
arrangement has recently been made by 
the London and Nerth Western Railway 





KERRY POSTMEN. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, how 
many of the rural and other postmen in 
the County Kerry are still without the 
increased scale of pay granted or recom- 
mended by the Tweedmouth Committee, 
although auxiliary postmen have 
benefited by the Tweedmouth Committee 
over a year ago; and whether it can be 
stated when the rural postmen who are 


‘entitled to increased pay will receive the 


same, 


Mr. HANBURY: None. 


FAIR RENT CASES IN ULSTER. 

Mr. M‘CARTAN (Down, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state in 
how many cases of applications to fix fair 
rents in Ireland, and also in Ulster, 
respectively, have the applications of the 
tenants been refused by reason of the non- 
production of certificates of valuation for 
the “standard” year; whether he is 
aware that in many cases where two or 
more small holdings have been consoli- 
dated into one holding before or when 
judicial rents had been fixed for first term, 
that now no certificates of valuation for 
the standard year in respect of the smaller 
holdings are or were procurable, and by 
this rule of the Land Commission the 
tenants are thus prevented from getting 
fixed judicial rents for the second term, 
and the landlords can enforce payment of 
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the old rents even when they consent to 
the separation of the holdings; and 
whether he will inquire if the Land 
Commission can remedy the consequences 
of this rule, and make provision to enable 
the tenants to have judicial rents fixed 
thereon. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): Applicants to have fair rents 
fixed are required by the Final Rules of 
the Land Commission, dated the 20th of 
July last, in respect of applications made 
after that date, to lodge therewith certifi- 
cates showing the tenement valuation of 
the holding for the standard financial 
year. Certificates in such cases can be 
obtained from the Secretary to the 
County Council for the sum of sixpence. 
In no cases coming under these rules have 
applications to fix fair rents been refused 
for the reason stated in the question. 
With regard to applications pending at the 
date of the rules, the Land Commis- 
sioners made arrangements, when the 
Local Government Act came into opera- 
tion, themselves to obtain particulars of 
such tenement valuations from the Gene- 
ral Valuation Office ; but in some few of 
these cases, it was found that there is no 
separate valuation, and in such cases, 
having regard to the provisions of Section 
55 of tne Local Government Act, a fair 
rent cannot be fixed until the valuation 
has been revised in accordance with the 
Valuation Acts. In such cases the Land 
Commission have notified the parties and 
the Commissioner of Valuation of the 
necessity for revision, and the applications 
to have fair rents fixed have been 
adjourned, not refused. 
cases so adjourned is comparatively small. 
Any delay which has occurred in disposing 
of the cases does not arise from any Rule 
of the Land Commission, but from the 
fact that the Commissioners are required 
by the Local Government Act to give 
effect to the considerations mentioned 
in the 55th Section when fixing a fair 
rent. 


AGRARIAN CRIME IN CLARE. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
as the extra'police have been withdrawn 
from Clare in consequence of the peace- 
able state of the county, he will ask the 
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Lord Lieutenant to consider whether the 
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time has now come for the release of the 
prisoners from Clare convicted of agrarian 
offences many years ago, and now in 
Mountjoy Prison. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: A memorial 
on behalf of all the convicts referred to in 
the question is now before the Lord Lieu- 
tenant, and a decision upon the memorial 
will be arrived at in due course. 


LANESBORO’ ESTATE TENANTS. 


Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that six 
tenants on the Lanesboro’ estate file! 
originating notices eleven months ago to 
have second-term judicial rents fixed, 
and have not vet had their cases heard, 
although a land court was held in Long- 
ford within the past week: does any 
special reason exist for the delay in this 
case ; and when may these tenants have 
their cases brought before the court. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There are 
no applications to fix fair rents pending 
in the County Longford in which the 
Earl of Lanesboro’ is described as land- 
lord. 


MR. MICHAEL CLARKE’S ARMS 
LICENCE. 


Mr. ROCHE (Kerry, E.): I beg to ask 


_the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 


tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that Mr. Michael Clarke, of Fahy, County 
Galway, whose licence to carry arms is 
confined to five acres in the townland of 
Fahy, has been refused an extension, al- 
though his application has been supported 
by two local justices of the peace, to- 
gether with owners of property and 
constabulary authorities in the district ; 
and as Mr. Clarke holds thirty acres of 
land outside the townland of Fahy, will 
he direct that the extension applied for 
be granted. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The question 
of granting an extension of Mr. Clarke's 
arms licence is one for determination hy 
the licensing officer of the district, and I 
see no reason to interfere with the dis- 
cretion vested in that officer. I am 
informed that Mr. Clarke holds no land 
whatever, but merely looks after his 
father’s farm, for which the existing 
licence 'is available. 
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FLAX CULTIVATION IN IRELAND. 
Mr. DALY (Monaghan, E.): I beg to 

ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 

Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 


aware that the growing of flax in Ireland | 
has been decreasing year by year; and | 
whether he will immediately appoint | 


experts to instruct the farmers of Ireland 

as to the best methods of growing flax. 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am aware 

that the fact is as stated in the first 


paragraph. The whole subject of flax | 


culture is one which I have no doubt will 
engage the attention of the new Depart- 
ment of Agriculture when created. 

Mr. DALY: Will it be before the next 
crop is due ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Depart- | 


ment does not come into existence until | 


the 1st April next. 


IMPRISONMENT FOR CONTEMPT OF 
COURT—CASE OF DANIEL O’DONNELL. 

Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH (Leitrim, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
that a man named Daniel O’Donnell, of 
Gortnasillagh, County Leitrim, is at 
present a prisoner in Sligo Gaol; was 


the prisoner charged with an offence | 


against any law, was he accorded a trial |} 
ot ¢ , issued by the Local Government Board on 


before imprisonment, when was he im- 
prisoned, and when will he be released ; 
and if O'Donnell was imprisoned without 


be preferred against him, so that if he 
has broken any law he may be subjected 
to a definite punishment, and that if he 
has not broken any law, he may be 
released. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: O'Donnell 
was evicted in January, 1898, for non- 
payment of four years’ rent which had 
accrued due in November, 1896. After 
eviction he retook possession by force, 
and though frequently requested to leave, 
he refused to doso. As the estate was 
administered by the Land Judge’s Court, 
a receiver had been appointed over it, 
and an application was made to the court 
on an atftidavit setting forth the facts, 


for an attachment order for contempt of | 


court in retaking possession. The order 
was granted, and under it O'Donnell was 
imprisoned on the 30th August last. The 
responsibility for the issue of the order 
rests solely with the Land Judge, who 
alone has power to discharge the prisoner. 
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| Powers of committal such as this are 
| ° ] = 
exercised by all Chancery Judges in the 
three kingdoms. 


MANORHAMILTON WATERWORKS. 


Mr. P. A. MSHUGH: I beg to ask 
‘the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
received a copy of a resolution adopted at 
a meeting of the Manorhamilton Board of 
Guardians on the 5th October instant, 
claiming that the charge for the Manor- 
hamilton waterworks should be levied on 
the town of Manorhamilton and the town- 
lands of Clooneen and Skreeny, in accord- 
ance with a previous decision of the 
guardians sanctioned by the Local Govern- 
ment Board; is an attempt now being 
made to levy the cost of the waterworkson 
‘the union at large ; and would he instruct 
‘the Local Government Board to limit the 
‘charge to the area originally decided on 
iso as to secure the ratepayers of the 
union at large against the imposition of a 
charge which the Local Government 
Board, after due inquiry, fixed on Manor- 
hamilton, Clooneen, and Skreeny. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: A copy of 
the resolution mentioned has been 
received. Under the General Order 


May 15 last, the area of charge for all 


‘special sanitary expenses, except those 


trial, will he direct that a definite charge | incurred in municipal towns, was made 


the rural district. As Manorhamilton is 


/not a town under municipal government, 


the expenses for the water scheme 
became, therefore, leviable over the rural 
district. An Amending Order was sub- 
sequently issued, and both the original 
Order of May 15 and the Amending Order 
were made valid and effectual for all pur- 
poses by a clause in the Public Works 
Loans Act of last session. Any further 
alteration in the areas of charge thus fixed 
would probably be ultra vires, but the 


' cases of one or two localities, which were 


not ineluded in the Amending. Order, 
have since been the subject of representa- 
tions to the Lozal Government Board, 
and it is under consideration whether it 
may not be advisable in the course of 
next session to give the Board, by legis- 
lation, power to deal with such cases. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Was the 
Order made valid for only one year or for 
an indefinite period ? 





ay 


C 
Ir 
th 
de 
mu 


ha 
Wi 
m 
it 

no 
co 
Wi 
de 
tes 
by 
in 

in 


att 
de 
we 
pre 
are 
per 
ma 
leg 
lay 


beg 
Lot 
wil 
lay 
eXa 


tior 
pre 
Cor 
lian 
wit! 
aq 
Civ 
Ing 
suri 
pre 
vulg 


the 














501 Questions. 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Oh, per- | 
manently. 


PROCLAIMED MEETING 
LEITRIM. 


Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH: I beg to ask the | 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | 


Ireland whether he is aware that several 


thousand persons openly disobeyed and | 
defied the proclamation of a_ resident 
magistrate forbidding the holding of a! 
United Irish League meeting at Droma- | 
hair, County Leitrim, on September 17 ; | 


will he explain why, although the procla- 


mation set forth that anyone disobeying | 


it would be prosecuted according to law, 


no one has been prosecuted for acting in | 
contravention of the proclamation ; and | 


will he give one or more of those who 
defied the proclamation an opportunity of 


testing the legality of the proclamation | 


by instituting proceedings against them 


in accordance with the threat conveyed | 


in its terms. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: 
defiance of the proclamation, but as they 
were unsuccessful the main object of the 
proclamation was attained. Prosecutions 
are in consequence unnecessary. Any 
person who may have defied the procla- 
mation has already power to test the 
legality of the proceedings in a court of 
law if he so desires. 


LAY ASSISTANT COMMIS- 


SIONERS. 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 


IRISH 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will state the class of subjects on which 
lay assistant commissioners are now 
examined before appointment. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The qualifica- 
tions of lay assistant commissioners are 
prescribed by the rules of the Irish Land 
Commission, dated March 13 last (Par- 
liamentary Paper C. 9296). In connection 
with the qualifications therein prescribed 


a qualifying examination is held by the | 


Civil Service Commissioners in the follow- 
ing subjects: Agriculture, principles of 
surveying, English composition including 


précis, and arithmetic up to and including | 


vulgar and decimal fractions. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY: [beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
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Several | 
attempts were made to hold a meeting in | 
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ant of Ireland what the practice of the 
Irish Land Commission is as regards the 
| selection of assistant commissioners em- 
ployed as appeal valuers; whether all 
assistant commissioners are employed on 
this duty in turn, or whether only certain 
of them are employed on it ; and on what 
principles the assistant commissioners 
employed for the purpose are selected in 
either case. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There are a* 


| present sixteen assistant commissioner® 


|working as appeal valuers. They are 
continuously employed in this work, and 


it is not the practice to employ assistant 
commissioners to discharge this function 
turn. The duty of selecting the 
‘appeal valuers is placed upon the Land 
Commission by the Land Law Act of 
1881. The Commission, in the exercise of 
the statutory discretion confided to it, 
uses its knowledge and experience of such 
officials to select those whom it believes 
best qualified to discharge the duty of 
reporting to it upon holdings which are the 
subject of appeals and re-hearings. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the 65 rule has 
recently been applied by the Irish Land 
Commission to several assistant com- 

' missioners ; whether it applies to all em- 
ployees of the Land Commission ; and 
whether any employees of the Land Com- 
mission over sixty-five years of age have 
been retained ; and, if so, who. 


in 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Orders 
in Council respecting the compulsory re- 
tirement of all permanent officers in the 
Civil Service upon their attaining the age 
of sixty-five apply to the members of the 
permanent staff of the Irish Land Com- 
mission, but the Land Commission have 
nothing to say to the application of these 
Orders so far as regards assistant com- 
‘missioners. Five members of the per- 
manent staff of assistant commissioners 
have come within the provisions of the 
Orders in question and have been awarded 
a retiring allowance by the Treasury. In 
| three of these cases the Lord Lieutenant 
issued warrants enabling the officers in 
question to be employed for a further 
period of time as temporary assistant 
commissioners, their pensions to be in 
abeyance during the time they were so 
employed. The three gentlemen to whom 
such warrants were issued are Messrs. 








203 Questions. 


O'Shaughnessy, Rice, and O’Keefe. There | 


are also five other gentlemen above the 
age of sixty-five who hold warrants 
as temporary assistant commissioners. 
Their names are Messrs. Deane, Comyn, 
Roberts, Moroney, and Sproule. These 
gentlemen were never members of the 
permanent staff, and consequently have 
no claims to pensions, as in the cases of 
permanent officers, on retirement. 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1896. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
down to what year returns have been 
made out for the Land Judge, under the 
rules made pursuant to Section 40. of 
the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1896, of 
estates to which that section in the first 
instance applies; and how far the 
returns already presented have been gone 
through by the judge in the regular 
course. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The returns 
referred to have been brought down to 
the year 1891. Of the 241 cases in- 
«luded in the returns, about 183 have 
appeared in the Land Judge’s list. 


- WARE’S ESTATE. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will state the date 
on which the rental in Ware’s Estate was 
lodged in the Land Judge’s Court for 
settlement by the examiner; whether 
the ralings on title have yet been issued ; 
and what the cause of the delay in 
issuing them has been. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The rental 
in this estate has not been lodged for 
settlement, nor can it be until after the 
rulings on title have been issued. The 
registrar of the Land Judge’s Court 
states that, in the absence on leave of 
the examiner who has charge of this 
case, he is unable to afford the informa- 
tion desired by the last paragraph. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT RULES. 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
-ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
teuant of freland whether he is aware 
that the Return (No. 360 of last session) 
ot Rules and Orders, &e., under the Local 
Goverament (Ireland) Act, has not yet 


Deen printed; and whether, in view of him in his judicial capacity. 
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its great importance to all local bodies in 
Ireland, he will take steps to have its 
printing and issue expedited. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The printing 
of this Return, which is a very voluminous 
one, is beiag pressed forward as rapidly 
as possible. [ am informed, however, 
that it will not be ready for issue for 
some weeks to come. 


SMALL HOLDINGS IN COUNTY MAYO. 

Dr. ROBERT AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to a resolution 
of the Castlebar District Council, dated 
10th October, in which it is stated that 
there are numbers of people living on 
smal! holdings of worn out and unpro- 
ductive land, and seeing that the Con- 
gested Districts Board cannot relieve 
those people unless the districts in which 
they live are scheduled as congested dis- 
tricts, he will see that the whole county 
of Mayo is so scheduled. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The resolu- 
tion referred to has been received, but 
legislation would be necessary to give 
effect to it. 


MULLINGAR COURTHOUSE. 

Mr. TUITE (Westmeath, N.): [ beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the language used 
by County Judge Curran, when address- 
ing the Grand Jury at Quarter Sessions, 
held in Mullingar on 16th October, when 
the judge, referring to a_ resolution 
recently passed by the County Council 
refusing to heat the courthouse on ac- 
count of the action of the sheriff in 
preventing the erection of the national 
tlag on the courthouse, said that if he 
had the proposer and seconder of that 
resolution before him, he would send them 
to gaol for contempt of court; and 
whether he will call the attention of the 
Lord Chancellor to the language used by 
the learned judge on that occasion. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR. I have 
referred this question to Judge Curran 
for any observations he might have 
desired to offer, but he respectfully de- 
clines to answer any question asked in 
Parliament as to anything said or done by 
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observe, however, that the conduct of the 
County Council was a deliberate violation 
of their statutory duty, most reprehen- 
sible in its character, and deserving of the 
eensure of the learned judge, inasmuch 
as it was calculated and intended to 
interfere with the administration of jus- 
tice in his court. It is not my intention 
to make any representations to the Lord 
Chancellor on the subject. 


IMPRISONMENT FOR CONTEMPT OF 
COURT—CASE or DOLAN, McGRAIL, 
RAGAN, AND GALLAGHER. 


Mr. P. A. MSHUGH: I beg to ask 


the First Lord of the Treasury whether 


he is aware that Patrick Dolan, county 
councillor, Stephen McGrail, district 
councillor, James Ragan, district coun- 
cillor, and Joseph Gallagher, all of 
Drumkeerin, County Leitrim, were last 
month sentenced to an unlimited term of 
imprisonment for contempt of court ; 
whether he is aware that the principal 
statements in the affidavits of Mr. 
Hewson, the Receiver, on which the 
orders for attachment for contempt were 
issued, have been contradicted on oath ; 
whether he is aware that Mr. Hewson, 
the Receiver, has been unanimously con- 
demned by the Leitrim County Council, 
of which he is a member, for making 
false statements in the affidavits on which 
the gentlemen named have been sentenced 
to unlimited terms of imprisonment ; and 
will he, under the circumstances, give an 
opportunity in the present session for the 
discussion of the motion appearing on 
the Paper in reference to committals for 
contempt of court. 


Mr. G. W, BALFOUR: At the re- 
quest of my right hon. friend I will reply 
to this question. ‘The facts are as stated 
in the first paragraph. As to the second 
paragraph, [ assume that the affidavits 
referred to, if made at all, were made in 
reply to Mr. Hewson’s attidavit, and if so 
must have been considered by the court 
before it made the order. It is true that 
the County Council have passed a resolu- 
tion condemnatory of Mr. Hewson. In 
answer to the last paragraph, I under- 
stand that my right hon. friend is not 
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| prepared to give an opportunity in the 
present session for the discussion of the 
motion referred to. 

| 

| 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE—STANDING 
ORDERS. 
Mr. DUNCOMBE = (Cumberland, 
| Egremont): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the ‘Treasury whether his 
attention has been called to certain 
notices now upon the Paper suggesting 
alterations of the Standing Orders ; and 
whether he will undertake that at an early 
date in the next session of Parliament 
the House shall have an opportunity of 
expressing its opinion of the most con- 
venient and desirable method of con- 
ducting its own business. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My attention 
has heen called to the notice on the Paper. 
But I am unwilling, in the course of the 
present session, to give any pledges as 
regards the business of next session. 
Perhaps my hon. friend will defer this 
question until a later period. 


TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS—THE 

HAWKSLEY CORRESPONDENCE. 

Mr. STANHOPE (Burnley): I have a 
question to put to the First Lord in refer- 
ence to a notice of motion [ propose to 
put on the Paper for the presentation of 
all correspondence between the Colonial 
Office and Mr. Hawksley, acting as 
solicitor for Mr. Rhodes, from May 1 to 
December 31, 1896. As this matter has 
been called a mare’s nest, I wish to ask if 
this correspondence will be given as an 
unopposed return. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (EXEMP- 
TION FROM THE STANDING ORDER). 

Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
the proceedings of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, if the Committee he 
sitting at Twelve o’clock this mght, be 
not interrupted under the Standing Order 
Sittings of the House.”—(Mr. 4. J. Bul- 
four.) 

The House divided—Ayes, 271 ; Noes, 
40. (Division List No. 10.) 


AYES. 


Aird, John 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E, 


Allsopp, Hon. George Atkinson, Rt. 





Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edw. Mervyn 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, J. E. B. (Inverness) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 


Hon. Jolin Baird, Jotm Geo, Alexander 
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Baker, Sir John 
Baldwin, Alfred | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man.) | 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W (Leeds | 
Banbury, Frederick George | 
Rarnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Rt. Hon. A. H.S.-(Hunts 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket | 
Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme | 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H.F. (Middlesex | 
Bowles,T.Gibson (King’sLynn | 
Brooktield, A. Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn | 
Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.( Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
“ylston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glas. ) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes 8. W. 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, Jolin William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Hbi. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Currie, Sir Donald 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiae, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir Horatio D. (Chatim | 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardign 
Denny, Colonel 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, William Theodore 
Duckworth, James 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart- 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Kubert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fergusson, Kt. HnSirJ(Mane'r) | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


Sittings of the 
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Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Folkestone, Viscount 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbt. J. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 


| Goschen,Rt.Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s. 
| Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Graham, Henry Robert 


| Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’ry 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 


| Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 


Gull, Sir Cameron 
Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 


| Hamilton, Rt. Hn. LordGeorge 
| Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 


Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hazell, Walter 

Heath, James 


| Heaton, John Henniker 
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M‘Crae, George 
Maddison, Fred. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
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, Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 


Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. | 


Helder, Augustus 


| Hemphill, Rt. Hon.Charles H. | 


Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter | 


Hill, Rt. Hn. A.Staveley(Staffs. 
Hoare, KE. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hornby, Sir Wiiliam Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 


| Howell, William Tudor 


Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 


| Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
| Jenkins, Sir John Jones 


Jessel, Captain HerbertMerton 


Johnson-Ferguson,JabezEdw. | 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jolitte, Hon. H. George 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kemp, George 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Langley, Batty 
Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn) 
Lawrence, Wm. F.(Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. William Ed. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leese, SirJ osephF.( Accrington 


| Leighton, Stanley 


Llewellyn, Evan H. (Somerset) 


| Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 


Long, Kt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lubbock, Kt. Hon. Sir John 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, H. L. B. (Cambs. ) 


M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antrim, E. , 





Maxwell, Rt. Hu. SirHerbertE, 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. 'Throgmorton 
Milbank,SirPowlettChasJohn 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan,J. Lloyd ;(Carmarthen) 
Morton, Arthur H.A.( Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Myers, Williem Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Dona'd Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. SirH.Stafford 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durham) 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Pease, J. A. (Northumberland 
Penn, John 

Perks, Robert William 
Pickersgill. Edward Hare 
Pierpoint. Robert 

Pilkington, SirG.A.(Lanes,SW 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Kt. Hn. H. Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, krnest George 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

tankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, Sir hobert Threshie 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tidley,Rt. Hn.Sir MatthewW. 
titechie, Kt. Hon. Charles T. 
{oberts, John H. (Denbighs.), 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Rothsehld, Hon. Lionel W. 
Russell,Gen. F.S. (Cheltenham) 
fussell, ‘I’. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

tyder, Jolin Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, J. (Siockton-on-Tees) 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Anurew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Kenfrew) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. Jn. (Forfarsh. ) 
Sinclair, Louis (Komford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
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Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) , 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Strachey, Edward 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray > 
Trev elyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Wallace, Robert 


NC 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 

Blake, Edwa~d 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Commins, Andrew 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Daly, James 

nega Michael 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, C aptain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Gibney, James 


Lawson, Sir W. 





WAYS AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
EXCHEQUER BILLs. 
THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
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Ward. Hon. Robert A. (Crewe) | 
| Warner, Thomas Courtenay. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Ww illoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) | 
iW ilson, John (Govan) 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn. E.R.(Bath | 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm | Mr. Anstruther. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 


Gilhooly, James 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Labouchere, Henry 


Lloyd-George, David 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
M‘Cartan, Michael | 
M‘Ghee, Richard H 
M‘Hugh, P. A. (Leitrim) 


JE 
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Wrightson, Thomas 

| Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Commander (Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYFS— 
Sir William Walrond, and 


hn 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tuite, James 

Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, Jolin Carvell (Notts. 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


(Cumb’land) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOFS— 
Mr. Dillon, and Mr. Win. 
Redmond. 


; an increase in the current year over 


ithe revenue of the year 
, &2,821,000. 


1898-99 of 
I anticipated that by far 
the largest part of that amount would be 


‘derived from the first half of the year, for 
this reason—that the first half of 1898-99 


CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks-Beacu, Bris- | 
‘that I remember at the close of the second 
quarter of that year there were the most 


tol, W.): Of course itis not my intention 
on the present occasion to make any 
review, which would be entirely pre- 
mature, of the finances of the year, nor 
do I propose to dwell at all upon the 
general financial situation of the country. 
All my duty to-day is to ask the Com- 


‘financial result of the whole year. 


showed an exceedingly lean yield to the 
revenue ; in fact, so much was that the case, 


doleful prognostications as to the general 

There- 

fore, of course, I had reason to anticipate, 
’ b] 


|looking to the progress of the revenue, 
| and in particular to the condition of trade, 


mittee to provide ways and means for the | 


expenditure which has been sanctioned by 


Parliament since the date of the intro- | 


duction of my Budget. In balancing my 


Budget for the present year I estimated | 


the revenue of the year at £111,157,000, 
and the expenditure at £110,927,000, 


leaving a margin for contingencies of | 


£230,000. Since that time the House has 


sanctioned a Supplementary Estimate, in | 
July, to the extent of £278,000, and, of | 
‘found, I am glad to say, that as regards 
penditure of £10,000, 000 for the Army | 


course, there is the large unforeseen ex- 


in South Africa, 


Ww hich was sanctioned | 


| 


on Friday night, making a_ total | 
expenditure of £121,205,000. In my | 
estimate of revenue I estimated for 


that there would be a very considerable 


| inerease in the first part of the current 


} 


year over the similar period in 1898-99. 
The second half of 1898-99 was a very 
prosperous period for the revenue, which 
increased, to use an old phrase, by leaps 


/and bounds, and it would be utterly un- 


reasonable to anticipate anything like the 
same increase over the second six months 
of 1898-99 as, happily, occurred over the 
first six months of the year. I have 


the first six months of the current year 
the increase of revenue has largely ex- 
eeeded our expectations, and the net 
result, after making a fair allowance 
for the ordinary Supplementary  Esti- 
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mates, which, of course, must be required 
apart from war expenditure altogether, 
in February next, I think, amounts to 
this—that so far as we can judge at the 


present time we may fairly reckon upon a | 


net surplus for the whole year of 
£3,000,000, to be applied to the purposes 
of the unforeseen expenditure in South 
Africa. That, I think the Committee will 
see, will be, if my anticipations are rea- 
lised, a very considerable contribution 


from the existing taxation of the country , 


towards the Vote which was sanctioned 
by the Committee last Friday. Now, Sir, 
we have to consider how the remainder 
of that Vote shall be provided. I 
should hope that no member of the Com- 
mittee would suggest that that war expen- 
diture —though it be about to beincurred in 
a war which, unquestionably, is of greater 
magnitude than any in which we have 
heen engaged for some time past—yet I 
hope that no one will suggest that this is 
a ease in which it should be provided for 
by a permanent addition to the Debt of 
the country. To my mind, no- such 
permanent addition would he justifiable, 
except, of course, in the event, which I 
hope we shall never see in our time, of a 
war with a first-class Power. But it is 
necessary to provide in the first place for 
this sum of £7,000,000 by borrowing—in 
fact, by a temporary addition to the float- 
ing debt. [Ministerial cheers.] | Hon. 
Members must not be “too previous ” in 
this matter; I have not vet completed 
my statement. [ propose to ask the 
Committee for power to raise for 
this purpose a sum _ not exceeding 
£8,000,000 by Treasury bills. I should 
explain, as there has been misapprehen- 
sion on this subject, that, of course, it 
would not be my intention to place any- 
thing like that amount of Treasury bills 
on the market at onee. Such bills as 
may be necessary from time to time to 
meet the requirements of the War Office 
would be placed on the market as the 
opportunity might arise, and [am glad to 
be able to add that, having communicated 
with the Commissioners for the Reduction 
of the National Debt, I find that they 
will he able to place at my disposal in the 
course of the present quarter, and to a 
greater extent in the course — of 
the next quarter, very considerable 
sums out of the funds in © their 
hands belonging to the Savings Bank 
deposits; so [ hope there will be no 
apprehension of any undue disturbance of 


Sir x, HTicks- bi ach. 
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}the money market by the process to 


which I have referred. It may be asked, 
“As you propose to borrow £7,000,000, 
or whatever it may be——” [AN Hon, 
MEMBER : Eight millions.] I said I pro- 
posed to ask power to borrow eight, but 
I do noc myself anticipate that it will be 


/necessary to exercise that power beyond 


seven. But I wish to have a margin. 
Some may say, “Why, as you pro- 
pose to borrow for this purpose, should 
not you obtain the means you require by 
a suspension of the arrangement for 
the repayment of the Debt?” Well, there 
is a very good answer to that question. 
Although I never could persuade a good 
many hon. Members of this House to 
believe it last session, I am not disposed 
by any means to frequent interference 
with the machinery for the repayment of 
our Debt. I do not deny that cireum- 
stances might arise in which what hap- 
pened in 1885 might be very properly 
repeated—namely, the suspension of 
the repayment of the capital which is 
wrapped up in the payments made on 
account of terminable annuities held by 
the public departments for the period, 
we may say, of a year. That was done 
in 1885, and, if similar circumstances 
should occur, of course it might be done 
again, but that is a process which can 
only be usefully carried oft at the com- 
mencement of a financial year. The 
reason is this, and I think it will com- 
mend itself even to those who are least 
disposed to support the maintenance of 
an adequate sinking fund. It so happens 
that the great bulk of the repayments, on 
account of these terminable annuities, is 
made in the earlier half of the year, and 
therefore, when seven months of the year 
have expired, to suspend repayment of 
the capital wrapped up in these payments 
would be a process which would produce 
very little indeed for the Kxchequer, 
while, at the same time, I think it would 
be unreasonable to anticipate that the 
machinery for the repayment of the Debt 
would nearly provide anything like the 
means [ require. Further, I wish 
to point out to the Committee that I look 
upon this borrowing as a purely tem- 
porary matter. As I have already stated, 
could not consent to regard it as per- 
manent borrowing ; it is borrowing for 
which provision will have to be made by 
Parliament to repay the sum borrowed 
as soon as may be possible. Now 
I come to a question of great 
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importance and of some _ difficulty. 
I am asking the Committee to place the 
means at my disposal for borrowing the 
sums required. Ought we at the same 
time to provide for paying off the sums 
so borrowed? That is a question which 
if asked at the commencement of a_finan- 
cial year could receive but one answer. 
Of course, if we had known in April last 
that we should have been called upon to 
provide for an expenditure of £10,000,000 
for a war in South Aftica, I should have 
felt bound to provide for it out of the 
resources of the year. But the question 
assumes a very different aspect when it is 
asked within five months of the close of 
the financial year, and I feel quite sure 
that even Mr. Gladstone, if he were 
among us now, would admit that, under 
such circumstances, it is practically im- 
possible to provide for anything like that 
amount out of the resources of the current 
year. Why is it impossible? Because 
when five months alone of the current 
year have to expire you are absolutely 
limited and fenced in, as it were, with re- 
gard to the possibilities of new taxation. 
This is, of course, a temporary expendi- 
ture, which should be met by temporary 
taxation ; but who would dream of im- 
posing a new indirect tax at this period 
of the year, with five months only to run? 
Such a tax would certainly do infinitely 
more harm to commerce and trade than 
could be compensated for by any addition 
that might accrue from it to the revenue. 
Or again, supposing it was suggested 
that we should raise money by an addi- 
tion to some existing subjects of indirect 
taxation, what would happen? Obviously 
this. With regard, at any rate, to most 
of those subjects, the traders interested in 
them would reduce their stocks in the 
country to the lowest possible point during 
the period for which the temporary addi- 
tional taxation lasted, and they would 
carefully abstain from clearances of those 
articles during that period, so that the 
result would be that the Exchequer for 
the rest of the year, or during the period 


it was hoped to obtain revenue, would | 
obtain very little, if any, of that addi- | 


tional duty, and would probably lose, in 


uddition, much of the original duty upon | 


the article upon which we endeavoured to 
put additional taxation. I am quite sure 
that any student of our financial history 


luring the past ten vears will remember | 


the unfortunate result of the attempt 
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hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouth in 1894 to impose an addi- 
tional tax on spirits. I believe the result 
of that attempt was that the trade was 
disorganised, and hardly any appreciable 
addition was made to the revenue for the 
period for which the tax was imposed. 


| Of course these reasons have weighed 


with our predecessors under similar cir- 
cumstances to those under which we now 
stand, and hence it resulted that when, 
in 1867, Lord Beaconsfield had to pro- 
vide for the unforeseen expenditure in the 
case of the Abyssinian war, and when, 
in 1884, Mr. Gladstone had to provide 
also for unforeseen expenditure, in the 
autumn, in the ease of the Bechuanaland 
and Soudan expeditions, both of these 
statesmen, although they levied additional 
taxation in order to provide for that 
expenditure, levied it only from one 
source—-namely, the income tax. They 
imposed an additional penny on 
the income tax at that time. But, 
Sir, there is one matter in connec- 
tion with the income tax which, I think, 
we are bound to take into consideration. 
The income tax, of course, is essentially 
a war tax. It has always been con- 
siderel so for the simple — reason 
that it is more easily increased 
than any other tax, because it 
can be increased or reduced again with- 
out any interference with trade. But in 
1867, and, I think, also in 1&84, the in- 
come tax stood at 5d. in the £. The 
addition of a penny only made it 6d. 
Our income tax now stands at &d. in the 
£. Now, Lam very far from saying that 
if, on the introduction of the Budget, it 
was necessary to ask Parliament to pro 
vide for war expenditure by additional 
taxation, the fact that the income tax 
stood at 8d. at the time ought to deter 
the Committee from increasing it. On 
the contrary, however high the income 
tax may stand, it would be the duty of 
the income tax payer to take his full 
share —and I think a very full share—in 
providing for such additional expenditure 
in common with the other taxpayers of 
the country. But, Sir, if I were now, 
with the income tax standing at 8d. in 
the £, to propose to increase it by a 
penny, and to propose that additional 
taxation alone, [ must say that the 
income-tax payer would have some fair 
cause of complaint. At any rate, such a 
thing ought not to be done without the 
most absolute necessitv. The question 
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for us to-day is, whether there is such 
clear proot of that necessity, and whether 
our duty requires us to do it. Sir, there 
are some points—-there is one point, at 
any rate—connected with this war which, 
I think—at least, it is my hope—differen- 
tiates it from other wars in which this 
country has been generally engaged. In 
the first place, I hope that the Estimates 


which have been sanctioned hy the Com- | 


mittee, and which were so admirably ex- 


pained the other night by my hon. friend , 


the Under Secretary for War, have been 
more carefully and accurately framed 
than has been the case with Estimates in 
some previous campaigns. Of course it 
is possible that these Estimates may be 
exceeded ; no one can be certain of 
accurately foreseeing the total cost of 
such a war as that in which we are now 
engaged. But they have been, I am sure, 
framed with the utmost possible accuracy 
and care. So far things have turned 
out well; our troops have had 
brilliant successes ; our colonists are 
loyal ; the natives are quiet, and although 
there may be something in to-day’s news, 
for example, which gives us cause for 
anxiety, yet we must remember that 
every day that passes brings us nearer 
the time when we shall possess an over 
whelming force in South Africa, and I see 
no reason whatever to anticipate that the 
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| best information that I can obtain, that 
| under a pure and honest Government it 
i will be perfectly possible for the Trans- 
} vaal not only to bear the ordinary ex- 
' penses of government and to provide for 
| the maintenance of peace and order within 
that territory, but also to provide a 
|reasonable sum towards the expenses 
‘which we may incur in this war, con- 
sistently with a reduction in the taxation 
| of the goldfields. However, I do not wish 
at all to press this matter beyond what I 
‘have already said. It is, perhaps, pre- 
/mature to refer to it at all, but it is an 
‘element which ought properly to enter 

into our consideration when we are judg- 
/ing when and how much we should im- 
i pose upon the taxpayers of this country 
In payment of the expenses of the war, 
| while the future is still uncertain. Now, 
| for these reasons it appears to us that we 


| should on the whole be wisely acting if 
, we did not attempt at the present moment 


to levy what could only be a small 
portion of the sum which we propose 


'to borrow from a tax which would 
| certainly not be equal in its incidence. 
| We think it would be better that the 


consideration of the precise manner in 


| which the sum to be borrowed should be 
| repaid should be postponed until what 
|seems to be the proper season for the 


consideration of such a subject, namely, 


campaign may not be brought to aj next April, on the introduction of the 
successful termination well within the! Budget. I have, in what I have said, 





period to which the Estimates have re- | formed, perhaps, an unduly favourable 
ferred. Well, Sir, I was not referring so | anticipation of the end of this war. It 
much to the accuracy of the Estimates, | may be so; but even if my anticipations 
when I alluded to the special character of | should not be realised, even if we should 
this war, as to another matter. No one} meet with reverses, if the war should be 
could possibly have imagined when we | prolonged, if the sum voted on Friday 
embarked on the Abyssinian War, or the | last should be but a part of what this 
Soudan Expedition, that the whole of the | country may ultimately have to pay 

cost of these wars would not fall upon why, then we shall appeal to the patriot- 
this country. Well, now, Sir, whatever | ism of the people next April, and we shall 
may be the cost of this war, it is, at any ‘rely that those who have supported us so 
rate, not certain that the whole cost of it, | loyally in the prosecution of this work 
or what amount of the cost of it, will fall | will not fail us when the proper time 
upon this country. Our colonies have | comes to pay the bill. But, Sir, I have 
been invaded by the South African | one word more to say. I will not attempt 
Republic, and it would be consistent | to conceal from the Committee that the 
with all the laws of war if, when it | point on which I have dwelt has been 
is brought to a successful termination, ; one which has given myself and my 
the Transvaal taxpayers should have to! colleagues in the Government much 
bear something, at any rate, of the cost. | anxious consideration. I am aware 
The Transvaal is wealthy in its possession | that financial considerations may well 
of gold. I know it has been among the! be pleaded which would favour a 
complaints of those interested in the gold-| resort to the action of 1867 and 1884; 
fields that their taxation has been exces- | but, Sir, though I am Chancellor of the 
sive, but I believe, at any rate, from the | Exchequer, I feel that I have higher 
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duties than mere financial considerations. 


It would be impossible at the present | 


time for anyone, however great his 


financial ability, to deal completely with | 


our system of taxation, or impose a new 
burden equitably upon all the taxpayers ; 
it would be impossible for us to propose 
new taxation in this House without 
causing differences of opinion, prolonging 
debate, and possibly divisions which 


might be entirely misunderstood out of | 


doors. Sir, although I am Chancellor of 


the Exchequer, and although I give as | 


great weight as any of my predecessors 


to financial considerations, I yet feel that | 


I have a higher duty as a Minister of the 
Crown, and I will not at such a crisis as 
this take any course which would aid in 
promoting divisions 
hinder us in presenting a united front at 
this crisis and in this matter to the world. 
Sir, I beg to move the resolution of which 
I have given notice. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That towards raising the Supply granted 
to Her Majesty, the Treasury be authorised 
toraise any sum not exceeding eight million 
pounds by the issue of Treasury bills.” — 
(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Srr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Sir, on every occasion 
when the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
makes a statement of the kind to which 
we have listened, and concludes by 
moving a resolution or resolutions, it is 
unusual for the Committee immediately 
to proceed upon a detailed and critical 
examination of the proposals he has 
made. 
to stand over to another day, although, 
as we have been reminded by the invari- 
able motion which has been moved on be- 
half of the Government and earried in the 
House to-night, it is necessary that if any 
tax is imposed or relieved a resolution on 
that point should be passed in the House 
on this first night. But the right hon. 
Gentleman has now introduced another 
reason why the debate on this occasion 


should be very restricted in _ its 
extent. [I should have been prepared 
myself, I am bound to say, from 


the same motives which he explained 
as having actuated him, almost whatever 
the right hon. Gentleman had _ proposed, 
unless there had been something beyond 
the ordinary degree of novelty and of a 
startling nature, to acquiesce without dis- 
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in this House or | 


It is usual to allow the discussion | 
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cussion. I am profoundly impressed with 
what he said, that these are not days in 
which we can discuss, not only with ad- 
vantage to ourselves, but with advantage 
to the country, the details of the policy of 
the Government. Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are responsible for everything that 
goes on at this moment ; they are respon- 
sible for the proceedings of the war ; they 
are responsible also for the method of 
raising the money to pay for those pro- 
ceedings, and I do not think it would be 
wise, even if it were possible, for the 
House to interfere in any degree with 
that responsibility. But the right hon. 
Gentleman has taken away from us any- 
thing about which we could contend. I 
have heard something said, not, I 
think, very long ago, about someone 
who spoke with two voices. Such 
a position does occasionally occur, 
-and necessarily occur. The right hon. 
Gentleman has been bi-vocal to-night to a 
considerable extent ; he has been speak- 
ing with two voices. But he has finally 
come to a conclusion which I certainly 
think is most consistent with the patriotic 
feeling which prevails among us all at this 
moment, and which is most consistent 
also with the interests of the proper dis- 
cussion of this matter in this House ; 
because, as the right hon. Gentleman 
pointed out, it is in March or April, and 
not until then, that those Members of the 
House who take deep interest in financial 
matters will be in a position to discuss 
fully the financial situation into which the 
country is brought by this large expendi- 
ture. Therefore, Sir, I have risen merely 
for the purpose of congratulating the 
right hon. Gentleman and acquiescing in 
the proposals that he has made, and, 
although hon. Members may be prepared 
to make observations on some part of his 
statement—a statement, I may say, in 
which it appears to me a great deal of 
sound financial doctrine was included—I 
trust that there will not be anything of a 
hostile or angry discussion. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I cannot 
agree with the observations which have 
just been made, nor with the rules that 
have been laia down by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer as to the proper time when 
the financial proposals of the Government 
‘should be considered. The right hon. 


'Gentleman has stated that the proper 
| time for discussing this Vote for the con- 
duct of the war will be on April 1 next, 
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when the Budget proposals are made. In 
the speech with which the Chancellor of | 
the Exchequer introduced the resolution | 
which he has just moved he admitted | 
that, in the course which he has now) 
adopted, he is departing from all the | 
more recent precedents. He admitted | 
that on two previous occasions—once, I 
think, when a Liberal Government was in 
power, and on another occasion, in 1867, 
when the Government of the late Lord 
Beaconsfield was in power — the course 
taken by the then Government when they | 
proposed a large War Vote was to make 

part provision on the spot, and not at the 

commencement of the financial year, and | 
that is and has been the practice of suc- | 
cessive Governments since the income 
tax came to be a fixed institution in this 
country, and since it came to be regarded | 
—as the Chancellor of the Exchequer re- | 
gards it—above all things as a war | 
tax. Therefore, the first position 

which I desire to take up is this—that in 

the course which the Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer now proposes, he is departing | 
from the precedents of previous Govern- 
ments, and from precedents set not alone 
by Governments supported by the Radical | 
party, but by Governments supported by 
the party opposite. The Chancellor of | 
the Exchequer has admitted this himself, 
and he gave two reasons in justification of 
the departure from the precedent which 
he is now asking us to adopt. The first 
reason was this: that whereas in 1867 the 
income tax stood at 4d., it now stands | 
at 8d. That is perfectly true ; but whose | 
fault is that? In the discussions which | 
have taken place during the last few 
years the income-tax in time of profound | 
peace has been forced up from 4d. to 5d., 
6d., 7d., and to 8d., which ought to be 
only a war figure. We are only a small | 
minority on this side of the House, but we 

have persistencly protested against the 

system of stereotyping the income tax at 

8d. in the £ during a time of peace. If that 

high income tax had been the result of 

any honest attempt on the part of the 

Ministers of the day to  equalise’ 
the financial burdens of Ireland, or to 

readjust the whole system of taxation of 

this country so that the great injustice 

from which the masses of this country as 

well as the people of Ireland suffer, 

owing to the undue weight of indirect 

taxation, then I should not object’ 
to an eightpenny income-tax. But the 
eightpenny income tax in times of peace | 


Mr. Dillon. 
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has been the result not of any generous 
or large scheme for the readjustment of 
taxation, but it has been the result of a 
persistent increase of military and naval 
expenditure, which, I believe, is largely 
responsible for the hideous, cruel, and 
unjust war in which this country is now 
Therefore, I say that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has not an 


-atom or shred of justification for the 
position he has now taken up _ that be- 
' cause the income tax is 8d. in the £ the 


income-tax payers ought not to be called 


| upon, as they have been calied upon in the 
_ past when war has been threatened or de- 


clared, to bear their share of the burden. 
When the right hon. Gentleman says that 
this is not the time to discuss these 


matters, I reply that this is the time, and 


that no other opportunity will be given 
for the proper discussion of the question 
as to who is to bear the burden of this 
war, because the proper time to discuss it 
is at the very outset of these proceedings. 
When we approach the consideration of 
this question we are entitled to ask, and we 


do ask, Who are the people in this country 
| who have engineered this war, and who 


have clamoured for this war? They are 


/mainly the income-tax payers—and the 


wealthy income-tax payers—and I say, 
therefore, in the interest of peace and in 
the interest of justice it is a matter of 
vital importance that those who have 
engineered and are responsible for this 
war ought to be made to feel, at the 
earliest possible moment, the cost of the 
war in their own pockets. If the income- 


|tax payers had known and realised that 


this war would mean an instant increase 
of a penny or twopence in the income tax 


they would not have been so clamorous 
'during the last few months, and their 


patriotism—or mock patriotism—would 
have been considerably cooled, for there 
is no patriotism in attacking a weak State 
like the Transvaal. This has always been 


‘a principle preached by the great men 
who in past years spoke for the Radical 


and Liberal party of this country, who 
have not been afraid to face howling mobs 
and be denounced as traitors, as John 
Bright was, and as Mr. Gladstone was 
when he had his windows smashed in this 
city by the patriots of that day, just as if 
he had been a mere Irish traitor. It has 
been the doctrine laid down by those men 
who were the leaders of the Liberal party 


‘in those days, that the surest safeguard 


against militarism and the undue ten- 
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‘did give strong reasons—reasons which I 
admit frankly, without pretending to 


all the more as I have a proposal to make 
myself which will, I think, solve the diffi- ' 
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dency of popular excitement to thrust 
nations into war was to take the earliest 
opportunity of bringing home to the tax- 
payers the cost of war; and I say that it 
is a vicious and evil system to resort to 
‘devices such as those to which we have 
just listened from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, which push off to an indefinite 
future the cost of these military operations. 
‘The Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
that he would not, as was suggested by 
Lhe Times newspaper, suspend the Sink- 
ing Fund, and that he would make only a 
itemporary addition to the Debt. I sup- 
pose the idea is to leave that temporary 
addition until a Radical Government 
comes in. 


‘Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: I am afraid 
{ may not have made myself clear on that 
point. My intention is that this debt 
shall be by no means of long duration. I 
think it ought to be provided for, if 
necessary, of course, by an addition to 
‘taxation. I hope it may be paid off in 
the year following next year, or even 
sooner, 


Mr. DILLON : That is a very impor- 
tant change in the statement, because I 
confess I formed from the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman the opinion that 
there was no limit at all to the period in 
which the addition should be paid off, and 
ithat it might stand for years. While, 
however, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


ibe a financial authority, to be 
overwhelming—against increasing the 
taxation of the country in the middle of 
the financial year, he gave no reason for 
not adding a penny to the income tax, 
thereby bringing home to the gentlemen 
who wished for war the cost of it. This 
morning there was no war-whoop in the 
press, but a howl of anguish for fear the 
rich people of this country should be | 
asked to pay for the war, and an ingenious 
personage, who hides his great personality 
under the title of “ Financier,” and who 
proposes to reorganise the financial policy 
ot the kingdom, comes to the rescue and 
points out how dangerous it would be to 
dare to attempt to put the burden of this 
war on direct taxation. I am entitled at 
the present moment to oppose the pro- 
posal of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
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culty for him. I would suggest that, 
following the example of one of England’s 
greatest Ministers, he should propose to 
the wealthy classes of this country, who 
by a large majority are in favour of this 
war, to make loyal gifts to the Govern- 
ment to prove the reality of their 
patriotism. I do not attach much im- 
portance to platform speeches coming 
from men who neither take part in the 
fighting or in paying for it in anything 
like proportion to their means. When I 
read these telegrams now pouring in from 
the Transvaal I feel affected with the 
deepest possible sorrow, and I say 
deliberately I am _ affected equally, 
if not more, for the Boers as 
for your troops. The sufferings of the 
hundreds now lying wounded on those 
hills ought to affect every one of us, to 
whichever party we belong, and I think 
some of the patriotic gentlemen who 
confine their contributions towards the 
war to cowardly, blackguardly, and false 
charges against their enemies, and who 
take particularly good care to keep out of 
the range of the Boer rifles, and who howl 
loudly when called upon to pay, are not 
adding to the dignity and honour of this 
country, or contributing to the strength 
and self-respect of this Empire. For my 
part I prefer the views of a soldier who 
spoke here the other night, who has, I have 
no doubt, taken part in actions, who 
knows what war means, who would, 
if duty called, be willing to fight again, 
and who has learned the lesson which 
every gallant soldier learns—that the way 
to fight is not by staying at home and 
giving vent to blackguardly calumnies 
against an honourable and gallant enemy. 
I have been drawn into these observa- 
tions by speeches which have been made 
in the House and outside it. My pro- 
posal, in the first place, is to offer to these 
patriots a chance of being able to show 
the amount of their patriotism by plank- 
ing down some of their millions for the 
carrying on of this war. This country 
is rich in millionaires and wealthy 
men; why should they not prove 
the sincerity of their views on 
this war? Some days ago there was 
witnessed a demonstration in the 
streets of London which aroused great 
enthusiasm, though why it should sur- 
passes my feeble understanding. It con- 
sisted of 500 stockbrokers marching to 
the Guildhall meeting with the Union 
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The Times newspaper as a magnificent 
demonstration of loyalty. These gentle- 
men made the war, and I would ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to meet part 
of the cost of it by a fresh tax on the 
Stock Exchange. They have made 
millions out of the Rand, and no wonder 
they shout for war. They are not going 
to run the risks which the Irish soldiers 
whom you sent to the front run. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): The Irish soldiers did splendidly. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Why do you not go out and fight 
yourself ? 


Mr. DILLON : On that point I am for 


once at one with the hon. Member for | 


South Belfast. Our countrymen have 
always been in the front in the wars of 
England, and no man can say that they 


ever turned their backs. But you must , 


pardon us if we feel bitterly when we 
remember, with regard to these men, 
whose reckless bravery probably saved 
your troops from terrible disaster, that 
for years and years the only reward you 
have given to their devotion has been 


that you have torn roof-trees off the | 


homes of their fathers. These are the 
men on whose loyalty and valour the 
existence of your troops at Lady- 
smith and Glencoe is now deperding. 
When they come back to Ireland they 
may find their mothers on_ the 
roadside starving, while the forces of 
your Crown are destroying their roof-trees 
and hearths. And so it has been through 
the whole of this century. In every 
battlefield where the fiag of England was 
carried to victory our countrymen occupied 
a foremost rank, and never put to shame 
the traditional valour of their race ; and 
even the Iron Duke himself said that in 
every battlefield in the Peninsula, and at 
Waterloo itself, you could have achieved 
very little without the Irish troops. Still, 
those are the men who, throughout this 
century, you could find no better fate for 
than extermination. [Several Hon. 
MeEMBERS: No, no!] Yes; that has 
been going on until the population of 
Ireland has been reduced to its present 
level. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I must remind the 
hon. Member that the question before the 
Committee is one of finance. 

Mr. Dillon. 
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' Mr. DILLON: But this is part of the 
question, because it is part of your policy 
in the extermination of these people. 
However, I admit frankly, it is somewhat 
of a digression. These are times when 
'men’s feelings are stirred, and I confess I 
find it difficult to understand how these 
‘transactions can be made subjects for 
laughter and sneering, though I am sure 
the hon. and gallant Member for Newport 
'does not view them in that way. 
When I read the long list of slain in these 
| two Irish regiments I recalled what was 
‘said to a friend of mine the other 
‘day in Ireland by the sister of 
one of the colour-sergeants — “I 
ihope my _ brother will come out 
safe, because I wish he were fighting ina 
better cause.” Now I come to the third 
suggestion which I desire to make to the 
right hon. Gentleman, and I confess I 
lean more on it than on the others. There 
are at least twenty millionaires—many of 
them multi-millionaires—who have made 
their fortunes within the last ten 
years on the Rand—mark you, under the 
oppressive laws of President Kruger and 
his plundering Government. They came 
as poor strangers to the Transvaal, many 
of them Germans and Jews. I have no 
objection to Jews. I have great respect 
for their race, and respect their ability and 
history, which in many ways is analogous 
to the history of our own Irish race. 
The Jews have always received generous 
treatment in Ireland. When hunted 
down in the streets of this country, they 
never were persecuted in Ireland. [Hon. 
MemBers: Oh, oh!] Yes, that is per- 
fectly true. I read the statement of a 
learned Jewish Rabbi that the records of 
his people showed that they never were 
persecuted in Ireland. And, therefore, I 
do not speak with any hostility against 
the Jews. But there are twenty million- 
aires—largely German by nationality, 
and largely Jewish. Now, why should 
not these gentlemen, who have un- 
doubtedly brought about this war, who 
have throughout worked for this war, 
and who look to profit by this war to in- 
crease their millions—why should they 
not pay for the war? Why should not 
the right hon. Gentleman send a circular, 
| beginning with Mr. Rhodes, to all the men 
who are reported to be worth more than 
‘a million, and enquire from them how 
much they will contribute towards the 
‘cost of the war? I think it would 
|be a very moderate thing if these 
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gentlemen gave £500,000 apiece ; 
in fact, it would be a mere trifle to them. 
If they put down half a million apiece the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would be 
relieved from all embarrassment. If we 


{23 OcToBER 1899} 


should see our way to strongly recom- | 


mend that suggestion to the right hon. 
Gentleman, I think it would recommend 
itself to the people of this country. I see 
no reason why any portion of the cost of 
this war should be thrown on either of 
two classes—the taxpayers of this country 
or the general body of the taxpayers of 
the Transvaal. The war was certainly 
not undertaken for the benefit of the tax- 
payers of the Transvaal, and nothing in 
my judgment could be possibly more 
iniquitous, except the inauguration of the 
war itself, than the proposal hinted at by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer of 
making these poor people pay for it. The 
Transvaal Government might have done 
what the Chartered Company have done 
with your approval, and demanded 50 per 
cent. of the whole profits of the mines. Is 
it not a monstrous instance of humbug 


and hypocrisy to talk of the plundering of | 


the miners, when you know that the treat- 
ment of the gold miners on the Rand is five 
times as generous as the treatment of the 
gold miners in Rhodesia? Certainly no 
part of the cost of the war ought to be 
laid on the shoulders of the Transvaal 
farmers. I hold also that no part of the 
cost ought to be borne by the working 
people of this country, for, although I 
regret to observe that the false statements 
and pretexts which have been put forward 
in behalf of this war—that it is a war of 
liberty and for the franchise—have 
deceived a section of the working people 
of this country, it is only a section—such 
as in Neweastle and other places. That 
section believes that this is a democratic 
war in favour of liberty, although no more 
monstrous and malignant falsehoods were 
ever put forward than by one section of 
the press which has certainly run the 


Yellow press of America neck and neck. | 


Through the horrible lies poured out on 
the people of the country against the 
unhappy Boers by that press, the Govern- 
ment have undoubtedly succeeded in 
deceiving a section of the people into the 
belief that this is a righteous war. But I 


am happy to say that the discussions in | 
this House have proved beyond all ques- | 
,and cowardly, inasmuch as 


tion that the majority of the people are 
against this war. 


Every one of the) 


working men representatives objects to it. | 


Notwithstanding all the threatening 
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letters, violent speeches, and breaking 
up of meetings, and all the other in- 
famous machinery, the Government has 
not succeeded in getting one single 
working-man representative to sanction 
the war. [‘Question!”] It is the ques- 
tion. I claim, therefore, that the work- 
ing classes of this country, by a large 
majority, are innocent of the blood of 
this war, which sooner or later will 
be brought home to those who really 


brought about the war. I do _ not 
name them, Sir; -everyone knows 
to whom I refer. Therefore, from 


the debates which have taken place, 
and the action of the working men 
representatives in this House, the work- 
ing classes of the country ought not to 
be called upon to pay any share of the 
expenses of this war. The men who 
ought to pay for this war are the men 
who made it, and it would teach them to 
be a little more charitable and more 
peaceable in the future, and prevent the 
shame, the degradation of embarking in 
other wars if they themselves were made 
to pay the bill. These are the suggestions 
I have to make to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and in doing so I have dis- 
charged my couscience. I would like to 
say one word in conclusion, although I 
know very well that I may be ruled out 
of order in doing so, There is another 
class of persons who ought not to be 
called upon to bear any share of the cost 
of this iniquitous war, and who, if there 
is any resort to indirect taxation, will 
be called upon to pay it, that is, the 
people of Ireland. In spite of all I 


have seen in this morning’s Times, 
and in spite of the speech of the 


hon. Member for North Armagh, we 
in Ireland abominate, we hate this 
war; we consider it unjust, cruel, and 
cowardly. It is said that the Irish 
Unionists are in favour of it, but I know 
personally many Unionists who take the 
same view as we do; although I believe 
the majority are with the war, and more 
shame to them. They are mostly of the 
same religion as the Boers, and they are 
never tired of calling us bigoted Catholics, 
although we want to see these Protes- 
tants free. We Irish Members speak 
here for the taxpayers of Ireland; 
we look upon this war as a crime 
against humanity, as unjust, cruel, 
you are 
pouring the enormous resources of this 
Empire against an untrained people, who 
are leaving their homesteads to take part 
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in it. 
with dishonour and disgrace to every 
one concerned in it, but it adds fresh 
alarm and horror to the feeling of the 
people of Ireland. When we see our own 
countrymen in the van of battle, brave— 
brave as we are all proud to see them, 
even when forced to fight in an unjust 
cause ; when we read of the long list of 
our dead and wounded countrymen in this 
hideous and cruel war, our feelings are 
redoubled and intensified. I say it would 
be an act of oppression, against which the 
Irish representatives in this House are 


{COMMONS} 
Not only is this war fraught, in keeping on the right side, and the 


| 
| 


bound to protest at every stage, and by | 


every means in their power, if any share 
of the cost of this atrocious war of 
plunder, piracy, and robbery were im- 
posed upon them. 

*Sir JOHN LUBBOCK (London Uni- 
versity): I do not rise to follow the hon. 
Member who has just sat down in the 
speech which he has delivered, and which 
was in the nature of a long digression. 
There is one part, however, of the speech 
of the hon. Member with which I entirely 
agree, and that is where he said that this 
18 an unjust war. 
unjust war, but the hon. Member, it seems 


I believe that it is an | 


/if the 
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result will certainly be most satisfactory 
to the people of this country. I have 


always been one of those in this House: 
y 


who have been most anxious that we 


should meet the expenditure of the year 
by the revenue of the year, and do: 


something to reduce the Debt. It is of 


| the greatest possible importance that we 


should reduce the National Debt in times 
of peace, and perhaps we might have 
effected more in that direction than we 
have done. One reason why I have been 
so anxious that we should reduce the Debt 
in times of peace is that we might have a 
nest-egg when times of stress came upon 
us. I think it would have been very 
inconvenient to the country, and unwise, 
right hon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had at 
the present moment attempted to 
interfere with the taxation of the 
country. It is much better that we 
should wait till next year, when we 
shall see much more clearly than now 
what the outcome will be. I believe the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition expressed what will be the 


general feeling of the country, when 


to me, has entirely forgotten by whom the | 


war was begun. I have been a Member 
of this House for some twenty-five years 
with the hon. Member, and I have heard 
a great many of his eloquent speeches, 
and listened to them with great attention, 


but he will allow me to say that I regret | 


he is not more moderate in his tone. 
I wish he would sometimes attempt to do 
more justice to his fellow countrymen. 
In that case his speeches would have 
more effect in this House and the 
country. 
ing circumstances, 


when Englishmen, 
Scotsmen, and 


Irishmen are fighting 


side by side, that the hon. Member | 


cannot restrain his hatred of England. 
But we are now discussing the financial 
proposals of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, and I have risen simply to 
congratulate my right hon. friend the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on the very 


satisfactory statement which he has been | 


able to make with reference to the 
finances of the country. I think it 
must have come as an agreeable surprise 
to many of us that we have reason to 


hope that the revenue of the year 
will be £3,000,000 more than the 
estimate. That is no discredit to| 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer. My | 
right hon. friend was perfectly justified | 


Mr. Dillon. 


he said that the proposals which Her 
Majesty’s Government had laid before 
the House are wise and_ statesmanlike, 
and will commend themselves to the 
judgment of the nation. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
The only serious part of the speech of the 


-hon. Gentleman opposite was that in 


It is deplorable, under exist- | 
| grief. 


which he spoke of his grief for the loss 
of the Irish soldiers who are engaged in 
this war in the Transvaal. But let not 
the hon. Gentleman suppose that he and 
his friends are alone in this feeling of 
We share to the full the grief for 
their loss, and the admiration for their 


| gallantry. 


Hon. MEMBERS FROM THE IRISH 
BENCHES: Why don’t you treat them 
better ? Why do you give them an Irish 
workhouse when they return ? 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: But many am 
English home too is now desolate, and 
many an English soldier lies side by side 
with the Irish on the Transvaal hills, and if 
inglish Members of this House are not 
so eloquent, or do not parade their feel- 
ings so often as hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
they feel none the less sad that English- 
men, Scotsmen, and Irishmen lie side by 
side, having given up their lives for the 
sake of England and the future of liberty, 
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and even sadder that Irish Members { 
whose fellow-countrymen have there stood 
shoulder to shoulder with ours, should here 
take advantage of the situation to parade | 
their hatred of the country that gives | 
them a seat in this House. Sir, I come to 
the Vote. I suppose there never was an 
emergency such as this in the history of | 
this country, and never was a Chancellor 
of the Exchequer so justified in taking 
exceptional measures to deal with that 
emergency. My own view is that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has taken 
the right method of dealing with this 
financial question. He proposes, first of 
all, to take the surplus of three millions 
which he expects to have at the end of 
the financial year, but while he proposes 
to do that he must bear in mind 
that only half of the year has expired, 
and he should not count too surely on 
that amount, for it is extremely likely that 
the second half-year will not warrant him 
in doing so. This sum of three millions, 
or whatever it may prove to be, is, what- 
ever may be said to the contrary, practi- 
cally an addition to the permanent Debt 
of the country, because if there is to be a 
surplus at the end of the year of revenue 
over expenditure that surplus, automati- 
cally, according to our financial system, 
would go to the old Sinking Fund in 
diminution of the National Debt. The 
remainder he proposes to raise by means 
of Treasury bills, not many of which, | 
presume, will be put on the market, but 
will be taken up by the Departments, or 
disposed of in some such way. The raising 
of the money by Treasury bills is no 
doubt a temporary matter, and as such 
it is right. The Government cannot 
close the account because they do 
not know how long the war will last nor 
how much it will cost, and you cannot say 
whether European complications — will 
arise, which I am afraid is extremely 
likely, and the situation generally may 
become very acute, and result in a con- 
siderable struggle for this country, in 
which case our expenditure would not be 
ten millions, but might reach a hundred 
millions or more. The Chancellor of the 
ixchequer also pointed out that there was 
some uncertainty as to whether we shall 
not get some contribution by way of 
grants-in-aid, or war indemnities. ‘That 


also I think possible, though not to be 
counted on to a large extent. I think this 
sum of ten millions should be treated as 
a suspense account, leaving the permanent 
and final revision and settlement and ' 
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| them disagreed. 
| tervene in the debate, but he could not 
_ hear the speech of the right hon. Member 
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charge to be made when the account is 
closed, or when the Government can 
form some probable estimate of what the 
war is likely to cost. Though Members 
opposite suggest the contrary, the income- 
tax payers are sure to have to pay their 


Means. 


| share of this sum, and. it has to be re- 


membered that the clamour for the war 
has come just as strongly from the classes. 
earning lessjthan £160 a year, who pay 
no income-tax at all. [No, no.] Many 
of us look upon this war with the utmost 
horror and lamentation, nor are we proud 
of the negotiations which have negotiated 
us into hostility and protocolised us into 
a war which will be most arduous in its 
course and most serious in its effects. But 
all these things lie behind us now. The 
Boer ultimatum was so unmannerly and 
insolent as never before was known to 
history, and as to create a new situation, 
and those who were most against this war 
are now most determined to go on with it 
to the end. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer is extremely unfortunate as 
regards supplementary estimates. Only 
last year he promised he would bring in 
no more. That was when his supplemen- 
tary estimates had averaged two millions, 
yet now we have a supplementary esti- 
mate of ten millions. 1 am very sorry, 
but at the same time must express my 
conviction that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has taken the right method of 
making this a suspense account by pro- 
posing in the main a purely temporary 
loan instead of attempting to impose 
further taxation, which could only 
properly be done as part of a general 
revision and improvement of the present 
system. 

Mr. H. J. WILSON, speaking on the 
proposals of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, said he did not intend to take 
any part in the discussion, but he wished 
to be allowed to say he entirely associated 
himself with the hon. Member for East 
Mayo in his eloquent denunciation of 
this war. And he wished to say with 
respect to the speech of the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn, when he re- 
ferred to having addressed meetings of 
working men, that he also had addressed 
several meetings of working men, at every 
one of which resolutions had been passed 
in favour of a policy with which some of 
He did not wish to in- 


for the City of London, and the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn, without saying 














531 Ways and 


that this war was proceeded with against 
the views of a considerable body of 
opinion in this country. 

*Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) : I cannot help congratu- 
lating the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
on the proposal he has made. This after- 
noon he has told us of a surplus of three 
millions which he hopes to obtain, and 
he has brought in other proposals to 
secure the remainder of the amount re- 
quired. I believe the proposals made are 
the best for our trade and the interests 
generally of this country. I agree with 
the hon. Gentleman opposite ; I do not 
see why one class of this country should 
be called on to pay for this war. 

Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, 8.): Make 
Rhodes pay. 

*Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND: When 
the war took place between Germany and 
France, a heavy tax was put upon France 
to make her pay for the war she brought 
about, and I see no reason why the 
Transvaal, who brought this war upon 
us 





Mr. DAVITT: No, no! 
berlain. 

*Sir_ F. DIXON-HARTLAND: When 
they had the chance of preserving peace. 

A Voice: They had no chance. 

*Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND: And 
did not improve it. They sent an 
ultimatum, which was a most insolent one, 
and one which never should have been 
sent ; and I think the Transvaal can well 
afford to pay, and should be made to pay 
out of its mines, which are very rich. 


They cannot replace the lives that have | 


been lost through their wicked behaviour, 
but I hope they will be made to pay for 
the treasure we have spent. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal,§.) : 


The hon. Baronet who has just spoken | 
shouted out a few days ago that the war | 
was to avenge Majuba, an expression | 
which brought upon the hon. Baronet the | 
condemnation of the Leader of the House. | 

*Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND: I beg | 
the hon. Member’s pardon. I never made | 
that remark. In reply to the remark of | 


the hon. Member for Montrose, who said 
that Lord Beaconsfield had brought back 
peace with honour from Berlin, I said 
“Not from Majuba,” and he chose to 
misunderstand my remark to enable him 
to attack the letter of his late chief, Lord 
Rosebery. 

Mr. H. J. Wilson, 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. Cham- 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Then the 

remark was rather better for my case 
| than I thought it was, and more than 
| justified the distinct rebuke administered 
| to the hon. Baronet by the Leader of his 
|own party. In my opinion the Colonial 
| Secretary has been the machinator of this 
| war, 
*THE CHAIRMAN: I must remind 
| the hon. Member that the question before 
the Committee is a financial one. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : Let me con- 
gratulate the Chancellor of the Exchequer 

/on having the support of two gentle- 
/men who were among the chief auditors 
/at the Stock Exchange meeting a few 
days ago. One is the hon. Baronet, and 
the other the right hon. Baronet the 

Member for the City of London. 

*Sirn JOHN LUBBOCK: I have not 
attended any meeting of the Stock Ex- 
change—— 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : You spoke 
at a meeting at which the whole policy of 
the war’ was approved. 

*Si JOHN LUBBOCK: If the hon. 
Member is referring to the meeting of 
the citizens of London in the Guildhall, 
a resolution was passed deploring the 
war. 
| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I observe 
| that the right hon. Baronet desires to put 
_ himself in the position of chief mourner of 
this war. According to the proposals of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer it is 
quite clear that this war is made in the 
interests of the rich, and to be paid for by 
the poor. I am well acquainted with the 
right hon. Gentleman’s views of this war. 
In 1881 he spoke about the institution of 
_ the independence of the Transvaal, and I 
/am glad to see that he has the candour to 
say that if this war is successful, as, of 
course, it will be in the long rn, 
a great part of the success will be 
the recapture of the mines and the 
payment of the indemnity out of the 
mines. I submit that this is a great 
_ appeal on behalf of the war to the lowest 
principles of human nature. I join most 
thoroughly with my hon. friend the 
Member for East Mayo in stating that 
'the Irish people as a whole—and_ by 
that I mean not only Irish Nationalists 
but a very large proportion of the 
| Unionists—hate and abhor this war. I 
| believe it to be a war in which we shall 
be called upon out of our wretched 
‘ poverty to contribute a great deal towards 
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that in which we have no interest, and | 
which has been brought about mainly by | 
ingenuity of the Stock Exchange. 


*Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I did) 
not intend to take part in this debate, 
and I only rise because of the speeches to | 
which we have listened from my hon. 
friends below the gangway. They seem 
to have disapproved of my right hon. 
friend’s policy, which he distinctly re- 
frained from expounding because, as I 
understood him to say, he preferred to 
defer till next session his decision 
as to the exact manner in which the 
cost of this war shall be paid. But he 
did go so far as to say that one means he 
would not resort to, and that was to 
make any increase to the permanent 
Debt of the country. That being the 
case, I should have thought such an ex- 
pression of opinion—which is all that we 
shall get from my right hon. friend with 
regard to his present intention of defray- 
ing the cost of the war—would have met 
rather with the concurrence than the dis- 
approval of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
Sir, I hope the Committee will give me 
their indulgence if I refer to some obser- 
vations which fell from the hon. Member 
for East Mayo with regard to my com- 
munity. I think he said that this war 
was got up inthe interest and on behalf 
of those who speculate in South African 
shares, many of whom belong to my com- 
munity. I personally have no knowledge 
whatever of these matters, because I have 
never had myself any interest in South 
African shares.’ But I think I am entitled 
to protest against the importation into 
these discussions of the religious faith 
of those against whom charges are 
made, and which importation, I think 
the hon. Member must be aware if 
he reflects for a moment, must give 
pain to many members of a community 
who have not merited it. These remarks 
are not inconsistent with the most sincere 
grief for the loss of, and the most 
profound admiration for, the exemplary | 
and characteristic valour displayed by 
many of his countrymen, not for the first 
time, on behalf of the country for which 
they fought ; a valour which, I believe, in 
the future will be as conspicuously dis- 
played, should occasion arise, as I am quite 
sure the whole country recognises it has 
been displayed on the present occasion. | 


Mr. DUCKWORTH = (Lancashire, 
Middleton): I have been very strongly | 
impressed, while listening to the state- | 
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ment of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
with the perilous position in which he is 
placed at the present moment. I cannot 
but think that iftheresources of the nation, 
being, as they have been for the last few 
years, sogreatand unprecedented, had been 
husbanded as a wise Government ought to 
have husbanded them, the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would not have found him- 
self before the House in the position in 
which he stands to-day. If any individual 
in possession of a prosperous business, 
and living up to his income, or beyond it, 
throwing money away on the right and 
on the left, had, when he came to the 
pinch through something happening un- 
expectedly, to resort to means such as are 
proposed by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer at the present time, one would call 
that man by a name which, I suppose, is 
not permissible in this House. Allow me 
to repudiate the statement made by the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn. The 
working people of this country are not in 
favour of this war ; they are very strongly 
opposed to it. During the last few weeks 
I have addressed some half-dozen meet- 
ings, using what little influence I 
could (even up to the night before 
news came that war had _ broken 
out) in the interests of peace ; and at all 
those meetings resolutions of a mild 
character—mild, because it was thought 
it would not be wise to pass resolutions too 
strongly in favour of peace—were passed, 
and passed almost unanimously, in the 
town represented by the hon. Gentleman 
who seconded the Address. I therefore 
repudiate the statement that the working 
classes, at all events in Lancashire, are in 
favour of this war. The feeling there is 
that this war is not necessary—— 

*THe CHAIRMAN: This question does 
not arise at the present time. As I have 
pointed out once or twice before, the only 
question at present before the Commit- 
tee is one dealing with finance. 

Mr. DUCKWORTH: Well, Sir, it 
appears to me that that has been de- 
viated from, and I thought perhaps I 
might be permitted to take the same 
course. I will not, however, go further 
into the necessity or otherwise of the war, 
but will close by saying that I quite coincide 
with che statement made by a friend of 
mine the other day—namely, that if the 
Rand had been a potato-field instead of a 


goldfield there would have been no war. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow 
Camlachie): We have heard with plea. 
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sure the news brought by the Chancellor | already voted the expenditure, the ques- 
of the Exchequer of a surplus for the | tion is solely how the money to meet 


current year. I do not share the view 
that the remaining months of the year 
will interfere with that surplus, so firm 
and stable are the foundations of our 
trade at present. I wonder whether I 
may say that we in Glasgow entire'y 
approve of the policy that the expendi- 
ture on wars ought to be met out of the 
capital revenue of the year, and that the 
principle of creating debt which has led us 
astray in the past will have the same effect 
in the future. I am glad the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has promised that when 
the time cemes to raise the funds for this 
war the claims of the income-tax payers 
should be remembered. No doubt the 
income tax presents a convenient mode of 
raising money for extraordina:y expendi- 
ture; but it has now reached such a 
figure as to indicate that the income tax 
already bears a large part of the cost of 
the military and naval preparations which 
the necessities of the case have called for. 
I hope, when the time comes, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer will deal with the 
matter in an Imperial sense, and regard 
the cost of this great national war 
as one to be borne not by any section 
of the people, but by the community 
as a whole. I feel perfectly certain 
that the citizens of Glasgow, whom I 
have the honour to represent, will be as 
willing to bear their share of this expendi- 
ture as they are at present to bear the 
weight of the approval which they give 
to the policy of the Government. Some- 
one has spoken of the ultimatum of the 
Boers as an insult to this country. In 
my view the insult was not the ultimatum, 
but the motive which lay behind it. To 
my mind it is a question whether there 
should be any serious expectation of the 
taxpayers of this country, whether rich 
or poor, or both rich and poor, bearing 
the cost of the war. The resources of 
the Transvaal are such that, with the 
savings which would arise from a proper 
administration, there would be a possibility 
not only of a reduction of taxation, but 
also of finding enough to defray the ex- 
penses of the war. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I need not say, as [havealways been opposed 
to our large expenditure upon armaments, 
that, as I believe this war to be unneces- 
sary, I am naturally opposed to the 
particular expenditure we are now con- 
sidering. That is not the question at the 
present moment. The House having 
Mr. Alexander Cross. 


that expenditure should be raised. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
| proposes to raise the necessary funds 





by means of Treasury bills, one of his | 


reasons being that if indirect taxation 
| were imposed foi some six months it 
| would unhinge all trade. But the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer himself admitted 
that at least a portion of this money 
would have to come from the income tax, 
_and therefore Ido not see why he should 
not at once raise that tax by 2d. in the 
£, which would bring him in £5,000,000, 
and raise the rest by Treasury bills and 
deal with that balance next session. I 
aim sorry he does not do this, because it 
|is always desirable when war does take 
| place that those who are in favour of the 
war should have the fact that they must 
| pay for it bronght home to them at once. 
| The Chancellor of the Exchequer has ad- 
|umbrated the probability of the Trans- 
| vaal being obliged to pay a portion of this 
money. I will not say anything about 
| counting chickens before they are hatched, 
because there is not the slightest doubt 
that if this war is persevered in, as doubt- 
| less it will be, in the end we must be the 
| victors and should be able to dictate 
‘terms to the Transvaal. One thing 
which leads me not strongly to object to 
the proposal of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer is the fact that the Boers who 
are fighting have nothing but their inde- 
| pendence; they have small farms, but, 
probably, very few have any, ready money. 
The money in the Transvaal belongs to 
the capitalists, and nothing would give 
/me greater pleasure than the thought that 
we should seize a considerable amount of 
the money of these capitalists for the 
purpose of defraying the cost of this 
war. 
An Hon. Memper: Agreed ! 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: The hon. Mem- 
ber says we are all agreed. Then, perhaps, 
he will agree with me in saying that 
if the Chancellor of the Exchequer were 

‘to commence that proceeding and at once 
‘commandeer the houses of the great 
South African capitalists in Park Lane, 
'the country-—and certainly we on this 
' side of the House—would have no objec- 
‘tion. The most important statement 
‘uttered by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer was that made incidentally to 
the hon. Member for East Mayo, that the 
‘whole expenditure of this war was to be 
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paid in the two ensuing financial years.| *Mr. JOHN WILSON § (Falkirk 
That does away with any supposition | Burghs) : I simply wish to emphatically 
that it is to be thrown over a short or | support the suggestion of the Chancellor: 
long period. We know now that, be that | of the Exchequer that the cost of this 
expenditure what it may—— | war, ieee in the oe : to ~ 
-a DP ; | raised by Treasury bills, will ultimately 
Pian: M. ee cr T The = | be put upon the Transvaal, which is 
retype ogngg = gehen 99 gaa aetiats id thoroughly well able to stand it. 


ring to the £10,000,000. 2 . 
a =) | Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Know- 
Mr. LABOUCHERE : I rejoice that | ing that hon. Members opposite will be 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has | anxious to know what are my views upon 
assured us that this £10,000,000 is to be | the question before the House, I take this 
paid during the two: ensuing financial | opportunity of opposing, so far as I can, 
years, and I can only express the hope | the imposition of any fresh taxation for 
that he will carry out that very sound | the purpose of this war. The proposal of 
principle, whether the cost of the! the Chancellor of the Exchequer, to defer: 
war be £10,000,000, or £20,000,000, or | dealing with this matter for some time, 
-£30,000,000. While I, for my part, am | has been received with a good deal of 
- not going to oppose the proposition of | approbation from the Front Opposition 
the right hon. Gentleman, I do not agree | Bench. but I am perfectly certain that 
with his views in regard to income tax | there pee great number of people in this 
and indirect taxation. I think the | country who will be disappointed at not 
burden should be put on the shoulders being told upon which class of the com- 
best able to bear it, and as the working munity the cost of this war is ultimately 





men are not in favour of this war I am to fall. It has been suggested 
perfectly convinced they will object to that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
pay for it. ‘should raise the income tax in order 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON Falkirk t0. secure the necessary — muney. 
Burghs): It has been stated ee this is I should be glad to think that that deci- 


a war on behalf of the rich which will Sion had been arrived at, but I doubt very 
have to be paid for by the poor. I take much when the Bill has to be paid if the 
the exactly opposite view, that it is a war working classes and the poorest portion of 
in defence of the poor, which, under the the population of this country will 
proposal of the Chancellor of the Exche- | *PPTOVe of it, for they will find to their 
quer, will be paid for by the rich. I wish 50!70w that they will be called upon to 
to emphasise one point. In the Trans- hear a great portion of the burdens of 
vaal are the richest goldfields in the world, that war which, at the present time, they 
and once British rule is established there, have had nothing to do with except to 
as undoubtedly it will be, there will be cheer and demonstrate. But it is from 
such security for industry in that country | the Irish point of view that I object most 
that it will be very well able to pay any | eee pe Peg! proposal ween _ 
impost that is put upon it. The capita- Chancellor of the Exchequer may make 


lists there would be much more willing | Moule, ongecie te 1 bets: 
Me ‘ 0s g 


to pay an impost of 5 per cent. on) aon Si sale for I 
£20,000,000 or £40,000,000, whichever | 1°" 1 oe perenne “et 
of these sums the war costs, than to| “"0W they follow my remarks very 

closely. I was about to continue the reason 


remain under’ the rule of President | 3 

Kruger. It has been said that this is not | why I object to any proposal the Chancel- 
a popular war among the working men. lor of the Exchequer may make which stg 
There are many of that class in my con- | @°Y Way whatever includes the Irish tax- 
stituency ; they are intensely interested | a This war, we are told, a popular 
in the war—-many have relatives or | 1" England, and I am not going to discuss 
friends in South Africa—and I have not | whether that is the case or not. To all 


the slightest hesitation in saying that this appearances it is. It is equally certain 


is one of the most popular wars this coun- noe the Irish a a oe mages 
try has ever engaged in. ime are not popular. But whether we 


are popular or not in this country, there 

*Tue CHAIRMAN : Order, order!|can be no doubt that with the vast 
That question does not arise on this reso-| majority of the Irish people this 
lution, which is simply of a financial | war is very unpopular. I am not going 
character. ‘to deny that there is a considerable min- 
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ority in Ireland, now that the Government | 
has been committed to the war, who will | 
support the Government and say they 
are in favour of the war. Out of some 
hundred Irish Members there are some 
eighteen or twenty only who will support | 
the Government, but there are eighty or 
more who will certainly not support Her 
Majesty’s Government. Therefore, it is 
reasonable to say that the vast majority 
of the Irish people have no enthusiasm for 
this war, and I say to make any arrange- 
ment—I do not care what it is to be— 
which in the slightest degree casts any 
burden upon the Irish taxpayer for the 
cost of this war would, in my opinion, be 
most unjust and unfair, and more par- 
ticularly any attempt to tax the Irish 
people for this war would be resented. at 
the present time, because for some little 
time past the Irish people have been con- 
sidering the question of the burden of 
their present taxation, and they are firmly 
convinced that they already pay a con- | 
siderably greater amount than they ought | 
to towards the Imperial taxation of the 
United Kingdom. Therefore, I would 
seriously urge upon the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to try and meet the cost of 
this war in some way which will not fall, 
first of all, upon the poor classes of the 
people of this country, and, secondly, 
upon the Irish people or any class 
of the Irish people at all. But if the 
Trish people are to be taxed to any extent 
for this war there is a minority in Ireland 
who, I have no doubt in their loyal 
enthusiasm, will be willing to thrust their 
hands into their pockets and pay for it. 
The portion of the north of Ireland repre- 
sented by hon. Members opposite are 
always expressing their loyalty, and now 
that a costly war has been entered upon 
these gentlemen in the north of Ireland, 
whose bosoms swell with loyal pride, and 
who declare that the Boers must be put 
down and the Government must be sup- 
ported, ought to pay for this war. My 
constituents will not object in the least 
degree if the loyalists of Belfast, out of 
their wealth and resources, desire to help 
the mother country by paying for this 
war. Let the supporters of Her Majesty’s 
Government in Ireland be taxed as much 
.as you like, but do not tax in the slightest | 
degree the masses of the Irish people, who | 
have as it is a great deal to do in order | 
to make both ends meet, and to meet the | 
‘demands of the landlords at the present 
time. The plan which would commend | 
itself most to my mind to defray the | 
Mr. William Redmond. 
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expense of this war would be the plan 
suggested in the speech of the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Northamp- 
ton. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said himself that the Transvaal might be 
called upon to bear some share of, if not all, 
the cost of this war, which is being waged 
in the interests of a large body of the tax- 
payers of the Transvaal. Ido not know 
whether that is so or not, but if the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would give 
me a hint even of the slightest intention 
on the part of the Government to make 
these precious Uitlanders pay for this 
war, I should be so delighted that even I 
would refrain from speaking any more 
upon this. question, and that in itself 
might be a relief to hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site. In any case I confine myself now 
to a protest, and I say it is not fair to tax 
the Irish people, or any section of them, 
with any part of the expense of this war, 
and I confine myself to the suggestion 
which I again most urgently put before 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, that 
those gentlemen who would not fight for 
Dr. Jameson when he asked them to do 
so should now be made to pay when they 
have got the Imperial Army to go and 
fight for the liberties which they had not 
the spunk or pluck to fight for themselves, 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): I should not have taken any part 
in the debate at this stage if it had not 
been argued that working men were 
against this war. As the representative 
of some 28,000 working class electors I 
wish to state that they have recently de- 
clared that they are ready and willing 
to make any sacrifice which they may be 
called upon to make in order to support 
the action of the Government in regard to 
this war, and they further say that it 
would be a bad policy if money were not 
to be expended now which must bring 
great benefit not only to the Uitlanders, 
but to the whole Empire. If only this war, 
by adopting vigorous measures, puts an 
end to the grievances which previously 
existed, and if it shows unmistakably 
that England intends to be the paramount 
Power in South Africa, it will be money 
well spent. 


Mr. C. E. SHAW (Stafford): I am 
not going to detain the House very long, 
but I came down here expressly to oppose 
any fresh taxation being imposed. I am 
very glad to be able to fall in with the 
views expressed by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
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Be 
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the point I want to put is this: I was | 


speaking the other day toa very large | 


meeting upon this very question, and I 


then said that I should propose in this 
House that the cost of this war should be 
paid for in the form of a loan specially 
raised and guaranteed by the Imperial 
Government at the close of this war. 
That is on all fours with the issue of 
Treasury bills, which are one and the same 
thing. I also said that after the war was | 


over that loan ought to be secured by | 
the revenues of the two States with | 


which we are at war, whatever form of 
government is established. 
any way forecast what that future govern- | 
ment may be, but I do hold that the | 


working men of this country should not | 
in any way be called upon to bear any | 


I cannot in | 
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form of increased taxation owing to this 
war. I would venture to point out that 
those mines, about which we have heard 
so much, are largely owned by people in 
Berlin and in Paris, and I want them to» 
bear a portion of the burden. I do not 
intend to keep the House any longer, but 
I wish to urge this point upon the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, because 


very likely we shall not have another’ 


opportunity of meeting him face to face 
before he comes down to the House in 
April next to propose his definite methods 
of taxation. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 336 ; 
Noes, 28. (Division List No. 11). 


AYES. 


Aird, John 

Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Allsopp, Hon. - George 
Anson, Sir William’ Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 





Cavendish, R. 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Chamberlain, 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 


Baldwin, Alfred 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Man.) | Cochrane, Hon. 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W.(Leeds) | Coddington, Sir William 

| Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

( ‘olomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. Ed. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) | Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow | Galloway, William Johnson 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | Gartit, William 

Cranborne, Viscount 

| Cripps, Charles Alfred 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederie Gorell 
Barry, Rt. Hon. A.H.S. (Hunts | 
Barry, Sir I’. T. (Windsor) 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir M. H. (Bristol 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Beye, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 


Crombie, John 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Currie, Sir Donald 

Curzon, Viscount 


Biddulph, Michael 

sill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Bond, Edward 

Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


Dalkieth, Earl 


| Caldwell, James 

| Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 

Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 

Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 

F. (N. Lanes. ) | — Sir F. H. (South’ton) 

Cawley, Frederick 

| Cecil, ‘Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 

Asquith, Rt.Hn. HerbertHenry | Chaloner, Captain R. G. W 

Cc hamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. | 

J. A. (Wore’r) 

| Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Baird,John George Alexander | Chelsea, Viscount 

Clarke, SirEdward(Plymouth) | FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose 

Thos. H. A. E. 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) | Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham 


Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas . 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
| Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Ferguson, R. C. Monro (Leith) 
Fergusson, RtHn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
| Finch, George H. 
| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
| Fisher, William Hayes 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 


Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(C. of Lond. 
Gibbs. Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbt. J. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, RtHnGJ(St.George’s 
of Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Graham, Henry Robert 


William 


Bowles,'l’.Gibson(King’sLynn) Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardig’n | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Brookfield, A. Montagu 
3rown, Alexander H. 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 


Denny, Colonel 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Donkin, Richard Sim Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
| Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Gull, Sir Cameron 


Burt, Thomas | Doxford, Wm. Theodore | Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Butcher, John George Drage, Geoffrey | Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
| 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Duckworth, James 


Hamilton, Rt. Hon. LordGeorge 
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Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
iHare, Thomas Leigh 
Harwood, George 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Heath, James 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter | 
Hill, Rt. Hn. A.Staveley(Stafts, 
Hill, Arthu: (Down, West) 
Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) | 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Holden, Sir Angus 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jessel,Captain HerbertMerton 
Johnson-Ferguson,Jabez Edw. 

.Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a | 
Kearley, Hudson E. | 
Kemp, George 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
Lafone, Alfred 
Langley, Batty 
Lawrence,SirEDurning-(Corn 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewellyn, Evan H. (Somerset) | 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long,Col. CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 
Lough, Thomas 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John Willian 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 
M‘Calmont, H. L. B. (Cambs. ) | 
M‘Crae, George | 











Ambrose, Robert 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) | 


] 





| Morton, E. J. C, (Devonport) 


| Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
| Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlingt’n 


| Pender, Sir James 


' Philipps, John Wynford 
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Malcolm, Ian 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Massey- Mainwaring, HnW.F. 
Maxwell,RtHonSir HerbertE. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. John 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 


Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. : 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northeote, Hn. Sir H. S. 
Norton, Captain C. Wm. 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Paulton, James Mellor 


Pease, Joseph A. (Northum.) 
Perks, Robert William 


Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,SirG. A.(Lane.S. W | 
Pirie, Dunean V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. Curzon 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 





Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin. 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 1 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, Rt.Hn.Sir MatthewW. | 
titchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney | 
Robson, Win. Snowdon 
Rothschild,Hon. Lionel Walter | 
Russell, Gen. FS. (Cheltenham | 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John | 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudiey | 
Samuel, Harry 8.(Limehouse) | 





NOES. 
Commins, Andrew 


Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Daly, James 
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Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W, 
Seeley, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles E. (Statford) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon, Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. H. Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.JG(Oxf'd Univ.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col Sir C. E. Howard 
Wallace, Robert 


| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


r 


Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm. 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hall) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woods, Samuel 

Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. S.- 
Wrightson, Thomas 


| Wylie, Alexander 


Wyndham, George 
Wyniham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander( Berks, E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Davitt, Michael 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
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Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gibney, James 

‘Gilhooly, James 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Cumb’] nd 
Macaleese, Daniel 


CONSOLIDATED FUND. 


to Her Majesty for the service of the | 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, | Noes, 27. 


Aird, John 

Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Asquith. Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Baird, John € reorge Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Manch’r. 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Barry, RtHnA HSmith-(Hunts 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Barton, Dunbar Plunkett 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H(Bristol) 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants.) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
‘Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
‘Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Bond, Edward 

Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Bowles,T.Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 





Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
‘Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 


Chamberlain, Rt Hn. J. (Birm. | Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond | 


| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
| Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 
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MacDonnell, DrMA(Queen’s C 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cartan, Michael 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
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Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tuite, James 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Dillonand Mr. William 
Redmond 


| 1900, the sum of £10,000,000 be granted 


out of the Consolidated Fund of the 
Motion made, and Question put, “That | Jnited Kingdom.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the 
towards making good the Supply granted | Exchequer.) 


AYES. 


Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplain, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Clarke,Sir Edward(Plymoutb) 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb,Sir JohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Currie, Sir Donald 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Devonport, W. Bromley 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colone 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dixon- Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
| 
| 





Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geottrey 
Duckworth, James 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 


Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart | 


Evans,Sir Fran. H. (South’ton 
Fardell, Sir ‘Il’. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r | 
Finch, George H. | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes | 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 336 ; 
(Division List No. 12.) 


FitzWyram, General Sir F. 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Foster, SirWalter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gedge, — 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
(xibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(Cityof Lond 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. John 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt Hon. Sir Jno. Eldon 
Goschen, RtHnG.J (StGeorge’s 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir Edwd. Temperley 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Kt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Heath, James 

Heaton, John Henniker 


| Hedderwick, Thos. Charles H. 


Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hill,Rt. Hn. A.Staveley(Staffs. 
Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Holden, Sir Angus 

Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James Hy. Cecil 
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Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez Ed. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) | 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kemp, George 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batt 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) | 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Ed. H. | 
Lees, Sir Elliott, (Birkenhe’d) | 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Colonel A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hn. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur,Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Calmont, H. L.B. (Cambs. ) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Malcolm, lan 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn. Sir H. E. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank, SirPowlettChasJohn 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Sirs. (Whitechapel) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Commins, Andrew 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Daly, James 

Davitt, Michael 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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Moore, William (Antrim, N.) } 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford | 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray,RtHnAGraham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) | 
Myers, William Henry 
Newidigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon.Sir H.Stafford 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Oldroyd, Mark 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer,Sir Chas. M.(Durham) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. ) 
Pender, Sir James 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pierpoint, Robert | 
Pilkington,SirG, A.Lane.S. W. | 
| 





Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestley, SirW.Overend( Edin 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 

tankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Re d, Sir Robert Threshie 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, SirThos. Hartlep’] 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir Matt. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Robson, Williain’Snowdon 
Rothschild, HonLionel Walter 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenh’m 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 


NOES. 


Gilhooly, James 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cumb’land | 
Maealeese, Daniel 
MacDonnell,Dr.M.A.(Qu’n’sC 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cartan, Michael 


M‘Ghee, Richard | 
( 
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Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 


| Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 


Sidebottom, William (Derbysh 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. Jn.(Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch), 
Smith, James P, (Lanarks.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley,Sir Hny.M.(Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggant 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry ry a 
Talbot,Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf'd Un. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.). 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 


| Webster, Sir Richard E. 


Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


| Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 


Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 


| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


Woods, Samuel 

Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 

Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 

Wyvill, Marmaduke d’Arey 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 

Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 

Yoxall, James Henry 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tuite, James 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Mr. Dillon and Mr, William. 
edmond, 
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Resolutions to be reported to-morrow. 


The House resumed. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
Mr. Speaker, on a point of order: a reso- 
lution has just been passed in Committee, 
but there was no motion put in Com- 
mittee that the Chairman should report 
the resolution to the House, 


Mr. SPEAKER: I have nothing to 
do with what happens in Committee. 


SUPPLY (20TH OCTOBER). 


Resolutions reported :— 


Army (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 
1899-1900. 


1. “That a further number of land 
forces, not exceeding 35,000, all ranks, 
be maintained for the service of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Treland at home and abroad during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1900.” 


2. “That a supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £10,000,000, be granted to 
Her Majesty, to defray the charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1900, for additional expenditure, 
in consequence of the military situation 
in South Africa, in respect of the follow- 
ing Army Services, viz. :— 

£ 
Vote 1. Pay, &c., of the Army 1,000,000 
Vote 2. Medical _Establish- : 

ments: Pay, &e. - - 50,000 
Vote 3. Militia: Pay, &e. - 250,000 
Vote 6. Transports and Re- 


mounts - - - 4,900,000 
Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, 

and other Supplies -  - 1,900,000 
Vote 8. Clothing Establish- 

ments and Services - - 650,000 
Vote 9. Warlike and other 

Stores - - - - 1,150,000 
Vote 10. Works, &e.: Cost 

(including Staff for Engi- 

neer Services) - - - 100,000 





Total - £10,000,000.” 
VOL. LXXVII, [Fourtu SErigs.] 
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Resolutions read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the First Resolution.” 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I have no intention of discussing 
this Vote, but I desire to put a question 
to the Under Secretary for War in refer- 
ence to the allowance made by the 
Government to the families of the Reser- 
vists. I have had several communica- 
tions on the subject, and there is a very 
general feeling that the amount of the 
allowance is really not adequate. I would 
like to ask the hon. Gentleman whether 
the Government, by statute or otherwise, 
can see its way either now or on some 
future occasion to increase the allowance 
to the families of Reservists. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs): I 
wish to ask the Under Secretary for War 
whether he can add anything to what he 
said this afternoon in reference to the 
position in South Africa. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpHaM, 
Dover): I have nothing further to add 
up to the present moment. In reply to 
the hon. Member for Dundee, the 
Government gives to the wives of 
Reservists who are embodied on per- 
manent service a separation allowance 
which is, in the case of those who have 
no married quarters, 8d. per day for the 
wife, and 2d. a day for each of the chil- 
dren. That is Government money. In 
addition to this, the Government stops 
compulsorily 3d. a day at least of the pay 
of the soldier, making in all 11d. per day 
for the wife, and an additional 2d. for 
each child. This is by Act of Parliament. 
I may, perhaps, add that the Government 
do not intend to be behind employers of 
labour in this country, and that half-pay 
will be given to every Reservist employed 
in any Government office during the time 
of his embodiment for permanent service. 


Question put. 
The House divided:—Ayes, 333; 


Noes, 29. (Division List No. 13.) 
U 
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Aird, John | 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden | 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert Hy. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Jaldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G.W. (Leeds) | 
Banbury, Frederick George | 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnA HSmith-( Hunts 
jarry, SirFrancisT.(Windsor) | 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. HnSirM. H. (Bristol | 
Seach, W. W. Bramston(Hants 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M, 
Biddulph, Michael 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
3ond, Edward 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Sowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex 
Bowles, T Gibson(King’sLynn 
Brooktield, A. Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Butcher, John George 
3uxton, Sydney Charles 











Caldwell, James 

Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke,Sir Edward(Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Fred Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
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AYES. 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
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Harwood, George 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- 


Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) | Heath, James 


Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Currie, Sir Donald 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Card’gn 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Duckworth, James 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 

Dyke, Rt. Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Evans, Sir F. H. (S’thampton) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 


| Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
| Fenguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 


Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Man’r 


| Finch, George H. 
| Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 


Gibbs, Hn. A. G. H. (C.of Lond 


Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen,RtHnGJ.(StGeorge’s 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wedn’sb’ry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 





| Heaton, John Henniker 

| Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 

| Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodyge, Robt. Trotter 

| Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 

| Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 

| Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 

| Holden, Sir Angus 

| Holland, William Henry 

| Hornby, Sir William Henry 

| Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir William H. 

| Houston, R. P. 

| Howard, Joseph 
Howell, William Tudor 

| Hozier, Hon. J. Henry Cecil 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 

| Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 

| Jenkins, Sir Jolin Jones 

| Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnson-lerguson, Jabez E. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 

| Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans’a 

| Kearley, Hudson E. 

| Kemp, George 

| Keswick, William 

| Kimber, Henry 

| King, Sir Henry Seymour 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawrence, SirE Durning-(Corn 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 

Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 

| Leeky, Rt. Hon. William E.H. 

| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 

| Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 

| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 

| Llewellyn, Evan H.(Somerset) 

| Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 

| Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 

Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 

| Long,Rt. Hn. Walter (Liv’pool) 

| Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 

Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 

Lucas-Shadwell, William 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Sineavner, W. G. Ellison 

Macdona, John Cumming 

Maclver, David (Liverpool) 

Maclure, Sir John William 

M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 

M‘Calmont, H. L. B. (Cambs.) 

M‘Crae, George 

Malcolm, Ian 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 

Marks, Henry Hananel 

Massey-Mainwaring,Hn W.F. 

Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 

Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
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Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. J. 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel 
Moon, Edward Robert Pac 
Moore, William (Antrim, x.) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt Hn. A. G. (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray, Col W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henr 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. S. 
Norton, Captain Cecil W. 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Sir CharlesM.(Durh’m 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pender, Sir James 

Perks, Robert William 








Philipps, John Wynford 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, SirG. A(Lanes.SW 
Pirie, Duncan, V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestley,SirW.Overend( Edin 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Blake, Edward 

Commins, Andrew 
Curran, Thomas Sligo, 8.) 
Daly James 

Davitt, Michael 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Resolution agreed to. 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt--Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic C. 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, Sir T.(Hartlepool 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos.Myles 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 





Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Sinclair, Capt J. (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarksh 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Ed. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart | 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. | 





NOES. 


Gilhooly, James 
Hayden, John Patrick 


| Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 


Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb'land) 


| Lloyd-George, David 
| Macaleese, Daniel 


MacDonnell, Dr. M. A.(Q’n’s C. |} 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cartan, Michael 

M‘Ghee, Richard | 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot,RtHn.J.G.(Oxfd Univ. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan,E. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C E. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Jsph. Powell-(Birm. 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, RtHnE. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woods, Samuel 

Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. 5.- 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Com’and’r (Berks, E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tuite, James 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Mr. Dillon and Mr. William 
Redmond. 


been vacated by the appointment of Army 


doctors to foreign serviee. 


There area 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | large number of medical officers belong- 
“That this House doth agree with the | ing to the Army Medical Reserve who 


Committee in the Second Resolution.” 


‘are willing to serve, but whose services 
| have not been requisitioned. 


The ques- 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) :| tion I wish to ask the hon. Gentleman 
I would like to draw attention to the | the Under Secretary for War is whether 
calling out of the Army Medical Reserve. | these officers, who necessarily have had a 
I understand a notice appears in the| military training, would be accepted in 
newspapers by the Director General of | priority to any other medical officers? I 
the Royal Army Medical Corps, asking | do not know whether the hon. Gentleman 
for applications to fill the posts that have | will be able to give a definite reply at 
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present to this question. All I ask| rest in your pockets, the same as you 
is that he will consider the matter. have been doing in regard to Ireland. 
These are my opinions, and you are wel- 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I am making!come to have them. These are the 
inquiries in regard to the matter, and I | opinions of my constituents in Kilkenny. 
will be in a better position to give the, Well, if there is any doubt about it I 
hon. Member an answer if he will put | invite the British Government to bring 
down his question for Thursday. | their foot, horse, and artillery into Kil. 
|kenny to see if they are in favour of 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): | | this war, and I will hunt them out 
Before we put this enormous Vote I | of _ it. The opinion of the people of 
venture to express my opinion against it, Kilkenny is the opinion of the 
and the opinion of my constituents. I Irish race in every part of the world. 
have unfortunately been trying to get an | | What more natural than that the 
opportunity to speak, and have not. suc- | | people of Ireland, “rightly struggling 
ceeded. 1 am the more anxious to do to be free,” should be with the Boers, 
this because my name has been brought who also are rightly struggling to main- 
before the House for some reflections | tain their freedom and to keep you out 
alleged to have been delivered by me in | of the Transvaal ? These are the views 
Dublin. I was anxious that here, on the | of the Irish people. If there is any- 
floor of the House of Commons, my opinion | thing illegal or improper in con- 
should be heard. I did not attach any veying that information, | am not the 
great importance to my speech until I man to refuse to take the responsibility 
found myself a hero on account of it. I of my own words. I stick to whatever 
am sorry that the Leader of the House I have said. I know it has been alleged 
went so far as to say that what I was that there are certain Irishmen in the 
alleged to have said was contrary to the British Army——|“ No, no!”] Oh, yes; 
rules of the House. It has been said they are at the front fighting, and in 
that there is yet another opportunity to that respect they are different from some 
prosecute me in Ireland, and that the | of the gallant colonels who sit on the 
Government have been urged to do it ;; Ministerial benches, and keep as far away 
but I beg to assure them that I am pre- as they can from the seat of war.  Irish- 
pared to meet them, and until then I} men are in your Army, but how did they 
withdraw nothing, I modify nothing, | get there? I will tell you. It is because 
and I apologise for nothing which I said | by British misgovernment of their country 
in Ireland. My opinions are against | they have nothing to do, and have been 
this war as an unjust. war; as the! starved into that } position. 
war of the big bully against a small | 
opponent, because if, as has frequently! *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
been pointed out in this House, it was hon. Member must address himself to 
one of the first-class Powers of the world | the question before the House. 
that was on the other side we know that mn _ , 
the British would have done as they did in Mr. PATRICK O BRIEN : I will try, 
China—they would have swallowed the Mr. Speaker, to do it ; but, under the 
special circumstances, I think I am en- 


leek as they did when they had _ their ‘tled littl ij 
opportunity of meeting Russia. I cannot | "ted to a little more license than other 
Members. 


understand the hypocrisy of the British 
people, who claim to be such excellent *Tue SPEAKER: But the hon. Mem- 
Christians. Here, in this House of Com-| jer cannot have more license than the 
mons, every afternoon, we hear read for yules of the House permit. 

us the beautiful prayer which prays for 

the unity and the meeting together) Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: These 
of all peoples, yet at the same time we Irishmen in your Army do_ not repre- 
find this Government plotting and plan- sent Irish opinion. It is true that they 
ning war against one of the most innocent | represent Irish valour, but they do not 
people in the world; against a people | represent Irish opinion. There is a band 
who never did you any wrong. ‘The real | of Irishmen engaged in this war, fighting 
motive for the war came out to-day. It is | under their own flag, on the side of the 
that you may secure the gold mines of | Boers, and they represent Irish opinion 
the Rand to pay for the war, and put the undoubtedly. And there are tens of 


Mr. J. H. Lewis. 
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thousands of Irishmen in other parts of 
the world who would go to the assistance 
of President Kruger if they could get 
there. You may wonder why this is so. 
‘The Under Secretary of State for War 
gave the explanation of the whole of the 
circumstances, because he said, and he 
made a boast of it, that all the self- 
governing colonies of Her Majesty were 
in sympathy with the British in this war. 
Precisely—because they are self-govern- 
ing, and if the British were to apply that 
remedy to the people of Ireland it is 
possible they might have the masses of the 
people with them. But mind you, they 
are now against you — they are with 
President Kruger. They are against 
England because they suffer from mis- 
government, because they know _ this 
country has been unjust, and that it is 
unjust to ask them to help to pay the 
bill for this war. Those who talk of 
allegiance should remember how much 


Supply—Army 


contidence the Irish people ought 
to place in you. You have broken 


treaties everywhere. 


the death because you have 
treaties with them. Personally, I do 
hope the Boers will succeed in putting 
you out of their country ; most decidedly, 


as a friend of liberty, I cannot think | 


otherwise, and if any other Power were to 
treat them as you are doing, this House 


would ring against the injustice of it. The | 


You are breaking | 
treaties to-day as you did at Limerick, | 
and no doubt the Boers are fighting to | 
broken | 
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| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not attending to my 
ruling. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I suppose 
I shall be entitled to say that Ireland has 
no right to be taxed for any portion of 
the cost. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I have 
learnt from this evening’s experience that 
in future when in the House If must take 
a more intelligent interest in the pro- 
| ceedings of the House, as the late Speaker 
|used to say. I shall take care to speak 
| where I will be able to say what I want 
to say without the misfortune of being 
called to order by your ruling. 








*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: This war 


is an unjust war. Ireland has no part in 
it, and has no right to be charged with 
any portion of the cost. I will go further 
and say that this war is a crime against 
humanity, and the principal actor in that 
|erime has, in my opinion, his hands as 
deeply stained in blood as any criminal 
who ever mounted to the scaffold—I refer 
to the Colonial Secretary. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I call upon the hon. 
Member to withdraw that expression. 


Chancellor of the Exchequer has to-day, | 


very cleverly, I think, kept out of sight 


so far as he could, just as the Colonial | 
Secretary kept out of sight as long as he | 


could, the real motive of this war, and 
those who are to pay the bill. 
afraid to touch the income tax, because 
then the people who are so clamorous 
for war would 

SPEAKER : 


*MR. Order, order! | 


must remind the hon. Member that that | 


has nothing to do with the question of 
Report of Supply. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I think it | 


has a good deal to do with it. 


*Mr. SPEAKiR: Ways and means 
are one thing; Supply is another. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: The 
butcher’s bill is to be put off till April 
next. 


He was | 


| Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: No, Sir; 
I do not withdraw anything of the kind. 
That is my conscientious and deliberate 
| opinion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: As the hon. Member 
has distinetly refused to withdraw the 
statement he has made, it is my duty to 
|name Mr. Patrick O’Brien for disregard- 
| ing the authority of the Chair. 
Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I move that 
the hon. Member be suspended from the 
service of the House. 


Mr. WILLIAM 
only told the truth. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 

Motion made and Question put, “ That 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien be suspended from 
the Service of the House.”—(Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Eachequer.) 


| 
| 
| 


REDMOND: He 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 316 ; Noes, 26. 


Aird, John 

Allhusen, A. Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, Jn, George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfre 

Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt. HonGrldW. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry,Rt. Hn. A. H.Smith-(Hts 
Barton,'Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants.) 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithful 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Billson, Alfred 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bond, Edward 

Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Bowles T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- | 











Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clarke, Sir Edward (Plymouth 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready | 
Colston, Chas. Ed. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg. ) 
Cox, IrwinEdward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 


| Currie, Sir Donald 
| Curzon, Viscount 


Gibbs, Hn. AGH. (CityofLond.) 


| Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
| Gilliat, John Saunders 


' Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


| Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 


| Hare, Thomas Leigh 








{COMMONS} 


AYES. 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardig’n) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon | 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart- 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Ferguson, R.C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn.Sir J.(Man.) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Folkestone, Viscount 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 


Gibbs, Hon. V (St. Albans) 


Goldsworthy, Major-General 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo.’s 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Gull, Sir Cameron 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 


Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Heath, James 

Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Rbt. Trotter 
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Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 
Hoare, Ed. Brodie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Holden, Sir Angus 

Holland, William Henry 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 


Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kemp, George 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Lawrence,SirE. Durn’g-(Corn. 
Lawrence, Wm. F.(Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw.H 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter( Liverpool 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, H. L. B. (Cambs.) 
Maleolm, Ian 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Marks, Henry Hanane4 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn.SirHerbertE. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank,SirPowlettChasJohn 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel 
Moon, Edward Robert ng | 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.), 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon.Sir H.Stafford 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pender, Sir James 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, R.(Lancs. Newt’n) 
Pilkington, Sir G.(Lanes.S. W. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. Curzon 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. (Edin.) 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 





Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Commins, Andrew 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Daly, James 

Davitt, Michael 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 
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Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir MatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Roberts, J. H. (Denbighsh.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F.S. (Chelt’nh’m 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.- Col. T. Myles 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh. ) 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Fortarsh. ) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, E. James (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancashire) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 


NOES. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gilhooly, James 


| Hayden, John Patrick 


Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


| Macaleese, Daniel 


MacDonnell, Dr. M A(Queen’sC 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cartan, Michael 

M‘Ghee, Richard 








Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxford Uni. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E.Howard 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
WilliamsJoseph Powell-(Birm. 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young,Commander( Berks, E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. William 
Redmond. 


Whereupon Mr. Speaker directed Mr. | staff was on duty near the scene of the 





Patrick O’Brien to withdraw. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I do not 


want you to bring up another army 
corps ; you may want it somewhere else ; 
so I will go. 

The hon. Member then withdrew. 

Mr. DILLON: There are two ques- 
tions arising out of the situation in South 


Africa that I wish to ask the Under 
Secretary for War before we go to a 


Division. One is, in view of the unex- | 


pectedly large number of wounded on 
both sides which have to be attended to, 
what steps the Government are taking to 
meet the emergency, and what medical 


recent engagements? Another point on 
| which I desire to ask the Government 
| for information—although I am not san- 
guine as to getting it, but I am deter- 
| mined to press for it on every occasion—is 
as to what orders have been sent to the 
British Resident in Basutoland with 
regard to his attitude towards the 
Basuto people. Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are directly responsible for any 
action the Basutos may take, inasmuch as 
they are represented in the country by a 
British officer, and the people are under 
the sovereignty of the Queen; and I am 
therefore entitled, in the interests of 
humanity and of all the white people in 
South Africa, to press for an assurance 
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from the Government as to what orders 
have been sent out. 


An Hon. Member: Let the Boers keep 
out of Basutoland. [Cheers.] 


Mr. DILLON: I think the interrup- 
tion and the cheers with which it was 
received only prove the necessity for the 
question I ask. I was influenced in this 
matter by the fact that a direct incite- 
ment appeared in a London newspaper to 
the Basutos to invade the Orange Free 
State. 


A Voice: By whom ? 
Mr. DILLON: By the Standard, 


among others. [Cries of ‘“ Quote.”} 
I will bring down the paragraph. 
It is well known that that interpreta- 
tion has been placed upon it, not by my- 
self, but by Englishmen. Are the 
Government going to adopt that attitude 
in South Africa? Are they going to | 
allow the Basuto people to swoop down | 
upon the plains of the Orange Free State 4 
That would be an act of folly, and a} 
crime, and would add to the misery and } 
the horrible consequences which at best | 
must result and remain for many years | 
to come from that war. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has accompanied a simple question, which 
I could have answered in two or three 
minutes, with a number of suggestions 
which I can only term as of an insulting 
character. He has quoted his recollection 
or his interpretation of a passage in a 
newspaper which he has not brought with 
him, he places an interpretation upon it 
which he says is generally placed upon it, 
and he says that an English newspaper has 
incited the Basutos to go to war with the 
Boers. I shall believe that when I see it 
in print with my own eyes. But he has | 
gone on to ask and to say that he will 
press for an answer to his question, 
whether this country will encourage the 
Basutos and the other native races to 
attack one of the two white races. Sir, 
I can hardly find words in which to 
repudiate the suggestion of the hon. 
Member. The first duty of the paramount 
Power in South Africa is to act as a 
guardian against the possibility of any 
such horrors as those suggested, and one 
of the principal reasons why Her 
Majesty’s Government insists upon main- 
taining the paramountcy in South Africa 


Mr. Dillon, 
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is because they know that they, and they 
alone, are responsible for that duty, and 
that they, and they alone, are capable of 
discharging it. As to the other question 
the hon. Member has put to me, he and 
other hon. Members are entitled to put as 
many questions as they please as to the 
arrangements that have been made for 
tending the wounded on both sides. But 
as I should not like to be inaccurate in 
any particular, I should prefer to give an 
answer later. I have here the exact 
figures of the medical corps with the field 
force focussed upon Natal, and, while I 
should not like to answer off-hand as to the 
| proportions we have on the spot there, I 
| believe them to be on a generous scale, 
| and to be entirely adequate to meet the 
| emergency. I trust that no lack of fore- 
| sight has helped to increase the suffering 
of the wounded. 





| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I must 


confess that I think when responsible 
Ministers are asked questions which are 
within the right of the hon. Gentlemen 
who put them, the hon. Gentlemen are 
entitled to an official answer, given with- 
out the heat and passion which the hon. 
Gentleman who has just resumed his seat 
has thrown into his reply. Such language 
is only calculated to invite retort and pro- 
long the debates in this House. I rise 
now because I desire to protest as 
strongly as I can against that policy 
which made this Vote of ten millions 
necessary to the Government at the 
present time. Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
may not agree with me, but my strong 
conviction is that it is a war which should 
never have been entered into, and the 
only satisfaction I feel is that I have 
never by voice or vote taken the slightest 
responsibility for the terrible and pitiable 
carnage that is going on day by day, 
filling England, Ireland, and Scotland, as 
well as South Africa, with misery and 
tears as news reaches the people of the fate 
of their relatives. I do not discuss the 
matter ; I feel that the Dutch are in the 
right, and I honestly believe there is not 
an arbitrator outside the English people 
who would not, having surveyed the cir- 
cumstances, decide in favour of the people 
of these Republics. At the same time, I 
find no satisfaction from that when I read 
of the slaughter that is going on; my 
sympathies then are with those who fall 
on each side, because the soldiers who 
are sent to prosecute this war have 
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nothing to do with the policy, and I re- 
gard those men just as much victims as 
the Boers of South Africa. This war is 
the more lamentable when it is remem- 
bered that it comes at the end of the nine- 
teenth century, at the close of a confer- 
ence at which all the civilised nations 
wererepresented, where the representative 
of this country was the foremost to 
admit that arbitration 
substituted for war. The people we are 


now fighting, as we know, offered to | 
| Resolution.” 


submit to arbitration all the matters in 
dispute, and we rejected their offer time 
after time. For my part I shall never 
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| always held, I hope, in the mercy and 
| justice of Providence, for these poor 
| people who are struggling for liberty are 
overborne by your arms. I believe be- 
|fore this war is over you will have to 
| pay not only the ten millions we are now 
voting, but the blood and lives of the 
cream of your Army, and the best and 
bravest of your race. 


ought to be} 


Question put, “That this House doth 
agree with the Committee in the Second 


The House divided: — Ayes, 308 ; 








again have the same faith 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Aird, John 

Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Asquith, Rt. Hn Herbert Henry 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
sailey, James (Walworth) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manel’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W.(Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
sarnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Rt. Hon. A. H.S -(Hunts 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M.H.( Bristol 
Beach, W. W.Bramston( Hants) 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir H. H. 

Bethell, Commander 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Billson, Alfred 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bond, Edward 

3onsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bowles,T.Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- | 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner,.Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J(Birm., | 
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that I have | Noes,’ 29. 


AYES. 


Chamberlain, J. Austen( Wor.) 
Chaplin, Right Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavins Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. Lueas (Lambeth) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Currie, Sir Donald 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalrympie, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies, Sir H, D. (Chatham) 


Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 


Denny, Colonel 


| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 


Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geottrey 

Duckworth, James 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 


(Division List No. 15.) 


Foster Colonel (Laneaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLond 
Gibbs, Hn. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo.’s 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir Ed. Temperley 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Halsey, Thomas Frederiek 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Rbt. Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- 


| Hazell, Walter 


Heath, James 
Hedderwick, Thos.Charles H. 
Helder, Augustus 


| Henderson, Alexander 


Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter 
Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 

Hoare, Ed. Brodie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 


| Holden, Sir Angus 


Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 


Fergusson, Rt. H.SirJ.(Man.) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Vitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forster, Henry William 
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Holland, William Henry 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 


| Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
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Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jollitte, Hon. H. George 
Kearley, Hudson, E 

Kemp, George 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. Edw. H. 
Lees, Sir E. (Birkenhead) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Llewellyn, Evan H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn,Sir Dillwyn. (Sw'ns’a 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Arehie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyeli, Sir “ae 

Mae artney, W. Ellison 
Macdona, John Senaeibea 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maelure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, H. L. B. (Cambs. ) 
M‘Crae, George 

Maleolm, Ian 

Marks, poet Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn.SirHerbertE. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey- cog ae Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. 'T hrogmorton 
Milbank,Sirl -owl’'ttChas. John 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndhaim( Bath) 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Blake, Edward 

Commins, Andrew 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Daly, James 

Davitt, Michael 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 


Resolution agreed to. 
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Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate. Francis Alex. 

Nie holson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. Staf. 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pearson, Sir Weetinan D. 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darl’gton) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pender, Sir J:.mes 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R.(Lanes. 
Pilkington, SirG. A. (LanesSW 
Platt-Higyvins, Frederick 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, Sir T. 
Rickett. J. Compton 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. SirMatthewW 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell,Gen.F.S.(Cheltenham) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Seoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 


NOES. 


Flavin, — Joseph 
Gilhooly, James 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cum)’land) 
Lloyd-George, David 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. MA(Qn.’sCo. )| 


,Newton | 


(Hartlep’l) | 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 


MM“ ‘artan, Michael 


\ 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.( Renfrew 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh. 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (orf: irshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchureh) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, £. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart. Sir M. J. M‘Tageart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G. (Oxf. Univ. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Win. E. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. HH. 
Wallace, Robert 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,JosephPowell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvill, Marmaduke oti 
Young, Commander (Berks, E) 
Yoxall,. fms Caney 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Dillon and Mr. William 
Redmond. 


Mr. Speaker adjourned the House with- 
out Question put. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of the 18th day of this instant October, 





Adjourned accordingly at Eight 


of the clock. 
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| by Parliament, and from any other sources 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. _which are not paid into Her Majesty’s 
| | Exchequer, for the years 1896-97, 1897-98, 
Tuesday, 24th October 1899. /and 1898-99, with the totals in ‘each cas¢ 


| (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
ir eue No. 136, of Session 1898).”—(Mr. Gibson 


PETITIONS. : Bowles.) 


. ; ; QUESTIONS. 
SALE OF eee ATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY. a 
Petition from Carnforth, against ; to 


lie upon the Table. OVERTIM E IN THE DEPTFORD 


VICTUALLING YARD. 
STATUE OF OLIVER CROMWELL. |, 8. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Petitions against erection on public ee ee 
phe 9Ra P the Admiralty if he is aware that the 
land, from London and other places, and japourers in’ the Deptford  Victualling 
Portsea ; to lie upon the Table. | Yard have been employed since Thursday, 
| October 12, continuously, from 4 a.m. 
till 12 midnight, without any time 
Linea ia mel aaiiie amie. sala | being allowed for meals, except half an 
LETUENS, REPORTS, ETC. | hour for dinner; and ohne i is with 
— | his authority that these men are being 
Oe atta ll ave | supplied with rum in place of being 
FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. | allowed time or opportunity for meals ; 
Copy presented, of Order in Council | and if he will cause an inquiry to be 
of 7th October, 1899, entitled “The | made into such practices, and in the mean- 
Somaliland Order in Council, 1899” [by | time take steps to ensure them being at 

Act]; to lie upon the Table. | once discontinued. 


ea ace Lb ns rete a Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 60: | RALTY (Mr: Goscumt, St. Georges 
_Copy presented, of Order in Council Hanover Square): The pressure of work 
of 7th October, 1899, entitled “The East | involved in the rapid despatch of the 
Africa Order in Council, 1899” [hy Act] ; | stores required for victualling simultane- 
to lie upon the Table. ously the transports for the ‘Cape, a pro- 
| cess which has been carried out without 
FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890, | @2y hitch, has rendered overtime neces- 
sary. Only a limited number of men were 
so employed during the full period of 
overtime, and only those who volunteered 
for the duty. As many additional 
labourers as could with advantage be em- 
| ployed were taken on to meet the extreme 
pressure of work. Arrangements were 
made by which the men had breaks for 
meals and rest, averaging from one to 
two and a half hours. A small allowance 
Copy presented, of Order in Council | Of ram was issued to some of the men 
of 7th October, 1899, approving certain | @™ployed on the wharf on three nights, 
Pilotage Bye-laws made by the Cork | the work being of a very fatiguing 
Harbour Commissioners [by Act]; to lie, character. The quantity issued to each 
upon the Table. ;man was fractionally below the ration 
| which is issued in the Navy, namely, half a 
7 Rae gill per man. In every instance the rum 
PUBLIC REVENUE (INTERCEPTION). | was diluted in the same proportion as on 
Return ordered, “of the Amounts of all | issue in the Navy, namely, with three times 
Public Revenue derived from Taxes levied | the quantity of water. 
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Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 7th October, 1899, discontinuing the | 
operation of the Orders in Council regu: | 
lating Her Majesty’s Consular Jur isdiction | 
in the Empire of Japan, as from 4th | 
August, 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the | 
Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 













































571 Questions. 


ARMY RECRUITING STATISTICS. 

Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War what 
was the number of recruits enlisted up to 


{COMMONS} 
' ARMED CRUISERS TO 


October 1, as compared with the number | 


enlisted in the same months of 1898 ; 
and what is the extent of the present de- 
ficiency on the establishments. 


THE UNDER 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WyYNDHAM, 
Dover): Up to October 1, 29,451 re- 
cruits joined the regular Army as against 





Questions. 


BE USED FOR 
TRANSPORT. 

Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty if the swift armed cruisers, 
which have for many years received sub- 
sidies from the Government, have been 
employed in any way to convey reinforce- 
ments to South Africa; or if any are 


/now available for the rapid transport of 


SECRETARY oF | 


officers to fill the places of those who 
have fallen in the service of their 


| country. 


29,577 during the same ‘period last year, | 


but this includes recruits for 
corps. British recruits numbered 27,144 
as against 27,766 in the same period of 
last year. On October 1 the Army was 
13,343 men below its establishment as 
against 13,768 last year ; but the estab- 
lishment for this year is 4,269 more than 
that for last, so that this means an increase 
in actual strength of 4,694. 


TRANSVAAL WAR-—TRANSPORT OF 
TROOPS — FOREIGN SAILORS ON 
BRITISH SHIPS. 


Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, in view of 
this country being at war with the Trans- 
vaal Republic and the Orange Free State, 


colonial | 


Mr. GOSCHEN : The steamers referred 
to are fitted and intended for use only as 
armed cruisers, and in the agreement with 
the Government no reference is made to 
their being taken up for use as trans- 
ports. With reference to the second 
question, no difficulty would be found in 
providing for the rapid transport of any 
additional officers or men whom the 
military authorities might desire to send. 


DISTRIBUTION OF WAR NEWS BY 
THE POST OFFICE. 

CoLONEL MILWARD (Stratford-rpon- 
Avon): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether, having regard 
to the great anxiety for the latest news 


‘from the seat of war, and to the impossi- 


in South Africa, and that a large number | 


of steamships, comprising a portion of our | ‘ 
Seenger : ‘ 
' the co-operation of the Postmaster General, 


mercantile marine, are employed by the 


Government and taken up as transports | 


to carry troops, war material, and stores 
to South Africa, whether all ships 
engaged for such purposes are manned by 
British subjects. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: All the transports 
taken up have shipped crews at British 
ports with the exception of two mule 
ships, whose crews had been shipped at 
Antwerp. The crews of all the remainder 
are substantially in all cases, and exclu- 
sively, I believe, in most cases, British. 
The absolute exclusion of all foreigners, 
such as Scandinavians, who may have 
been for years in the employment of the 
companies, would have led to endless 
delay, possibly to the refusal of many 
shipowners to charter their ships. But 


where there are such foreigners their | 
number is quite insignificant, and their 
characters are 
employers. 


well known to their 





bility of obtaining information in country 
districts on Sundays, it is possible, with 


to send any important news that may he 
received on Sunday mornings to the postal 


| telegraph offices throughout the country 


which are open from 8 to 10 a.m. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have ascertained 
that this proposal involves a considerable 
tax upon the Sunday staff of the Post 
Office. But the Secretary of State will 
confer with the Postmaster General with 
a view to meeting the suggestion, at anv 
rate during any critical phases of our 
operations in South Africa. 


GRANTS TO RESERVISTS’ FAMILIES. 


Sir EDWARD GOURLEY (Sunder- 
land): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War if any portion of the 
Supplementary Estimate in Vote 1 of the 
Army Estimates is to oe applied to the 


' maintenance of the families of married 
men, whether of those serving with the 
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colours or of the Reserve now called upon 
for active service; if not, is it intended 
to ask Parliament for a grant sufficient to 
maintain the families of the married men 
during their absence in South Africa ; 
and is he aware that in some places 


organisations are being formed for the | 
purpose of appealing to the public for 


subscriptions on behalf of the families of 
the Reserve. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 


wife has eightpence a day, and for each 
child, under sixteen if a girl, or fourteen 
if a boy, twopence. In addition there is 
an allotment from the man’s pay in Vote 1 
of fourpence for the wife and a penny 
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The separation | 
allowance for the families of men serving | 
in the field is provided in Vote 7—the 
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| On the conclusion of their service they 
| will be entitled to a gratuity of two 
|months’ pay. A nurse will receive £40 
a year, with allowances, and a gratuity of 
| £20 on cessation of duty. I am glad to 
| take this opportunity of announcing that 
Sir W. MacCormac, the distinguished 
President of the Royal College of Sur- 
geons, has intimated to the Secretary of 
State his willingness to proceed to South 
| Africa with Sir Redvers Buller’s field 
force, and to place his unrivalled skill 
and experience at the disposal of the 
military authorities. We have not 
hesitated to accept this generous and 
patriotic offer, and we shall probably ar- 
range that he is to have the assistance of 
| two specially selected civil surgeons. 


for each child up to sixpence in all. The | 


soldier may, at his option, agree to a) 
higher stoppage being made for the bene- 


fit of his family. 


TREATMENT OF THE W)UNDED. 
Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 


PROGRESS OF THE WAR. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
| (Stirling Burghs): May I ask the Leader 
| of the House, or the Under Secretary for 
War, whether the Government have any 
{news from South Africa to communicate 
to the House. 


[Ikeston): I beg to ask the Under Seere- | 


tary of State for War whether he can | 
state what arrangements he has made for | 


the treatment of the wounded in the 
South African campaign by the employ- 
ment of civilian medical aid to assist the 
officers and men of the Royal Army 
Medical Corps, and the conditions of 
service of such civilian medical officers 
and. nurses. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Will the 
hon. Gentleman at the same time kindly 
inake his promised statement in reference 
to the treatment of the wounded generally, 
especially at Natal ? 
what provision has been made for the 


troops in South Africa in the way of the | 


Catholic chaplains ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : I propose togofully 
into those matters on Thursday, and _per- 
haps the hon. Member will put down for 
that day his question with regard to the 
Roman Catholic chaplains. Authority 
has been given for supplementing the 
Army Medical Staff in South Africa by 
the employment of fifty-six civilian sur- 
geons, and eleven nurses of the Army 
Nursing Service Reserve. The civilian 


surgeons will receive £1 a day, with a 
horse and the allowances of a captain. 


Will he also state | 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: In reply I have 
to say that the Commander-in-Chief, 
Lord Wolseley, sums up the situation as 
follows— 


‘*Forenoon, October 24th, 1899. — General 
| Yule has fallen back to effect a junction with 
| General White. He camped yesterday even- 
| ing about sixteen miles south of Dundee, with- 

out seeing, during his march, anything of the 
| enemy, and has since been reported all well 
| on the Waschbank river. General White has 
| fought a successful action with an Orange 
| Free State force to-day on the road between 
| Ladysmith and Neweastle, and should join 
| hands with General Yule this evening. General 
| Yule reports that his wounded are doing well. 
| The Boer wounded in our hands are treated 
just as onr wounded are, and I have every 
reason to believe that the Boers will treat any 
| of our wounded in their hands in a similarly 
| humane manner.” 
! 


| That, Sir, is Lord Wolseley’s communica- 
| tion. Perhaps I may remind the House 
‘that the South African Republic is a 
| party to the Geneva Convention. We 
have the following despatch from General 
Sir F. Forestier-Walker, general officer 
commanding at the Cape, received 2.2 
p-m., October 24th ; at Cape Town, Ocio- 
ber 24th, 1.5 p.m.— 


‘Last message from Kimberley, dated Octo- 
ber 22nd, 2 p.m., reports ‘ All well.’” 
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PENSIONS FOR WIDOWS OF THE 
SLAIN. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, | 


W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 


of State for War whether the widow of | 


an officer killed in action becomes entitled 
to a pension ; and whether the widow of 
a private soldier killed in action is also 
entitled to a pension. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Widows 


of officers killed in action are awarded a 


gratuity of a year’s pay and pensions. 


unless they are left in wealthy cireum- 
stances, but such pensions cannot be 
claimed as a right. Widows of private 
so'diers killed in action are awarded either 
a pension from the Soldiers’ Effects Fund 
or a gratuity of one year’s pay. If the 
soldier’s wife he dead a gratuity of one 
third of a year’s pay is awarded to each of 
the children under the age of sixteen. The 


Soldiers’ Effects Fund is administered by | 


the Royal Commissioners of the Patriotic 
Fund. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: What. is 
given to the wives of non-commissioned 
officers killed in action ? 

Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: If the 
hon. Gentleman will put that question on 
the Paper I will answer it. 


METROPOLITAN POLICEMEN 
ARMY RESERVISTS. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department what provision, if any, 
has, been made by the Metropolitan 
Police authorities for the families of those 
members of the force who as Reservists 
have rejoined the colours ; and whether, 
in addition to the voluntary provision 
made for them by their comrades in the 
force, he will consider the advisability of 
following the precedent set by the postal 
authorities with reference to members of 
that department detailed for duty in 
South Africa. 


AS 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. Wutre 
Rip ey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : There is 
no statutory authority to make any pro- 


vision for the families of members of the | 


Metropolitan Police Force who have been 
recalled to the colours, and I am not 
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aware of any precedent set by the postal 
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authorities which is in point. But im- 
mediately the question of members of the 
force being called away arose I took into 
| consideration what arrangements could be 
made in favour of the men, and I hope to 
be able to secure that men in the police 
service shall be as well off as others 
in the service of the Crown. 


Questions. 


f 





POOR LAW GUARDIANS AND THE 
FAMILIES OF RESERVISTS. 


Mr. HAZELL (Leicester): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether the Local Govern- 
ment Board will encourage guardians to 
help liberally the wives and families of 
Reservists by outdoor relief without 
| offering them the house, and whether he 
can state what is the maximum weekly 
amount which can be granted to each 
wife and child ; and whether such grants 
can be made without involving the re- 
cipients in the disabilities of pauperism. 


LOCAL 
W. 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.) (for Mr. CHAPLIN) : 
Boards of guardians are empowered to 
give outdoor relief to the wives and chil- 
dren of Reservists, where required. The 
maximum amount is in their own dis- 
cretion according to the circumstances of 
each case. The answer to the last para- 
graph is in the negative. 


*THe SECRETARY To THE 


ARMY RESERVES IN THE POSTAL 
SERVICE. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether the 
wives of the Army Reserve men who 
have lately been called up will receive 
half-pay, considering the fact that several 
railway companies and a number of 
private firms are making such allowances. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury, Pres- 
ton): Yes, Sir; certainly. 


FORT GEORGE WATER SUPPLY. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War what progress has been made 
with the scheme for providing Fort 
George with an adequate supply of water. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM : A considerable 
amount of excavation and concreting has 
been completed ; and it is expected that 
the works will be finished by next May. 


ARMY STATISTICS. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War if he could state to the House what 
was the number of men having over 
seven years’ service at the date of the 
latest return, and what was the corre- 
sponding number on the same day of | 
1897 ; what was the number of the Army | 
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} Colonies whether he can state the results 
of the recent conferences between the 
Lieutenant Governor of British New 
Guinea and the Premiers of Queensland, 

| New South Wales, and Victoria ; have the 
Governments of these colonies consented 
to continue their subsidies ; and is it in 
contemplation to place British New 

Guinea under the direct supervision of 
the Australian Federal Government of the 
early future. 


Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 


mingham, W.): They have agreed to 


Reserve at the date of the latest return, | continue to allow the Accumulated Fund 


and what were the corresponding num- 
bers on the same day of 1897, and on 


the same day of 1895 and 1894; and | 
what was the enrolled strength of the | 


Militia at the date of the latest return, 


and what was the corresponding number 


on the same day of 1894. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: On January 1, 
1899, the latest date for which this return 
is obtainable, there were 47,844 men over 
seven vears’ service, against 41,780 on 
January 1, 1897. The strength of the 
Army Reserve on September 1, on the 


to be drawn upon for the expenses of the 
administration of New Guinea, pending 
federation. It is contemplated that New 
Guinea is to be under the supervision of 
the Federal Government when federation 
is accomplished. 


ALASKA. 

Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether any agreement has yet been 
arrived at with the Government of the 
United States in connection with the 
| Alaskan boundary. 


eve, that is, of the recent mobilisation, was | 


81,244; on the same date in 1897, 
81,162; in 1895, 80,736; and in 1894, 
82,460. The Militia, by the latest return, 
had 105,312 men enrolled, as against 
113,079 in 1894. 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY ON 
SALISBURY PLAIN. 
Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield): I beg to ask the Under 


Secretary of State for War whether he | 


will agree to the return relating to the 


purchase of property on Salisbury Plain, : 


which stands on the Paper this day. 


*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To) 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. PoWEL-- | 


WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 8.): It is im- 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.) (for Mr. Broprick): Yes. An agree- 
ment for a provisional boundary between 
Canada and Alaska in the neighbourhood 
of the Lynn Canal has been arrived at 
with the Government of the United 
States, and its text will be laid on the 

| Table of the House, so soon as the terms 
of the notes recording it have been 
received from Washington. 


SAMOA—ROMAN CATHOLIC MISSION 
STATIONS. 

Mr. HOGAN : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether it has been brought to his know- 
ledge that considerable damage was done 


possible to give the return as it appears | to Roman Catholic mission stations in 


on the Paper, but if the hon. Member | 
will confer with me I will settle a form 
in which the information asked for could 
be granted. 


BRITISH NEW GUINEA 


Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I beg. 
to ask the Secretary of State for the. 





Samoa when the British war vessels 


‘recently shelled villages supposed to be 


occupied by adherents of Mataafa; and 
whether any compensation will be 
awarded fcr the loss and injury thus 
| inflicted. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (for Mr. Brop- 
RICK): One case of slight damage has 
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been incidentally brought to the know- 
ledge of Her Majesty’s Government. Any 
claim for compensation on account of such 
damage will, of course, receive due con- 
sideration if presented. But according to 
the general principles of international law 
there is no liability to make compensation 
for losses caused by the necessary opera- 
tions of war. 


ORDNANCE SURVEY IN IRELAND. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): [| 


beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture why it is that in the Report 
of the Ordnance Survey Department 
issued in 1898 the map showing the pro- 
gress of the survey in Ireland as regards 


the 25-inch map shows that in the case of | 


the city of Cork the 25-inch map had 
been prepared and issued, whereas the 


map in the Report for 1899 shows that | 


the map for Cork is neither ready nor 
issued ; what the real facts are as regards 
the 25-inch map for the city of Cork ; and 
why the system of colouring the map in 
the Report, showing the progress of the 
survey as regards the 25-inch map, has 
been altered in the year 1899. 


*THE PRESIDENT or tur BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lona, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): By reason of an 
error, the occurrence of which I much re- 
gret, the map issued with the Annual 


Report for 1897-8 to show the progress | 


of the re-survey of Ireland on the 25-inch 
scale made it appear that the work in the 
city of Cork and its immediate neighbour- 
hood had been completed. This, how- 
ever, was not the case, the district in 
question being at the present time in pro- 
cess of revision, The error was corrected 
in the Annual Report for 1898-9. The 


colouring of the map referred to was) 


altered in the latter in order to diminish 
the cost of printing. 


DOG MUZZLING ORDER IN THE 
’ METROPOLIS. 

Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture if he can state when the Muzzling 
Order will be taken off in the Metropolis. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) had a 
similiar question on the Paper. 


{COMMONS} 








{| *Mr. LONG: I am glad to be in a 
position to state, in reply to the hon. 
| Member and to my hon. friend the Mem- 
| ber for East Islington, that an Order for 
'the revecation of the Muzzling Order 
now in force in the Metropolitan Police 
District has been made and gazetted. It 
will come into operation on Friday next, 
the 27th inst. 


| WORKMEN’S DWELLINGS IN LONDON. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether, 
in the discharge of his statutory duty of 
approving schemes for providing new 
dwellings for persons of the labouring 
class evicted by railway companies in the 
exercise of their compulsory powers, he 
has regard to the rents to be charged for 
such dwellings ; and whether he is aware 
that the scheme of the South-Eastern 
Railway Company for the erection of 
dwellings near Abbey Street, Bermond- 
sey, authorises the charge of rents of 
3s. 3d. per room per week, and that it is 
impossible for the persons displaced to 
pay such rents, whereas the rents charged 
by the London, Brighton, and South 
Coast Railway Company for their work- 
men’s dwellings in Bermondsey New Road 
are only 2s. 6d. per room per week. 


*Si M. WHITE RIDLEY: The 
answer to the first paragraph of the 
question is in the affirmative. As regards 
the second paragraph the arrangement 
made with the South-Eastern Railway 
Company as to the rents of tenements on 
the Abbey Street site is not as stated. 
The maximum rental for the best rooms 
is to be 2s. 9d., lower amounts being 
charged for inferior accommodation. 


PARLIAMENTARY REGISTERS IN THE 
HIGHLANDS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state the number of 
rated inhabitants in each of the six 
Highland crofting counties whose names 
were omitted from the Parliamentary 
Register in the year 1891 in respect of 
non-payment of rates. 


THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): In reply 
to the hon. Member, | beg to refer him 
to Parliamentary Return No. 155. of 
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1893, in which he will find the informa- 
tion he desires. 


CARLOWAY ROAD, ISLAND OF 
LEWIS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state what progress 
has been made with the corsiraction of 
the Carloway Road, Island of Lewis ; and 
will he say whether the unspent balance 
under the grant is now exhausted. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: The balance 
of the Parliamentary grant has been spent 
in embanking the road and otherwise 
putting it in good repair for two miles 
trom Carloway Harbour, and is now ex- 
hausted. A further grant of £500 lias 
been made by the Congested Districts 


spent. 


AUCHNASHELLACH DEER FOREST. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, having regard to 
the fact that the Auchnashellach Deer 
Forest, Ross-shire, is assessed at £1,000 
yearly, will he explain how the assessor 
arrives at these figures, sceing that < 
recent Parliamentary Return shows that 
no information of a reliable character in 
regard to the acreage of the forest can be 
obtained. 


& 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: | understand 
that the assessors, in valuing deer forests 
which are not let, proceed with primary 
reference to the number of stags the 
forest in question can carry, and not to 
acreage. The Valuation Act provides 
ample opportunity for disputing the 
assessor's valuations. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS IN THE HIGH- 
LANDS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
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| the districts in each country which come 
within the operations of the Congested 
| Districts Acts on an equal footing so far 
as light railways are concerned. 


Mr. HANBURY: I have read the 
,memorial from the railway company, 
who naturally approach the question 
from their own point of view, which 
is not necessarily the same as_ that 
either of local interests or of the com- 
munity at large. I cannot admit the pro- 
priety of comparisons with Ireland; but 
I may say that the local assistance towards 
railways in that country has been very 
considerable, though in a different form 
from that contemplated in Great Britain. 
I can hold out no hopes of any amend- 
ment in the Light Railways Act. 


AUSTRALIAN MINTS. 

Mr. HOGAN : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the ‘Treasury whether the 
difficulties that have hitherto operated to 
prevent the coinage of silver in the 
Australian branches of the Royal Mint 
have been removed. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Treasury have 
carefully formulated the difficulties which 
stand in the way of the arrangement de- 
sired ; and I understand that their state- 
ment has been communicated to all the 
Australasian Governments. At present, 
however, the only reply which has reached 
the Treasury is that of the Government 
of Victoria. 


CLONES POST OFFICE. 

Mr MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
| General, what progress, if any, has been 
made with the erection of the new post 
office in Clones, resolved upon by the 
Department a very considerable time 
| ago. 


tary to the Treasury whether he has | 


received a memorial from tle Highland 
Railway Company pointing out that the 
Light Railways Act, 1896, in so far as it 
applies to the Highlands and Islands of 
Scotland has proved a failure; and, 
having regard to the fact that the assist- 
ance rendered by the ‘Treasury for the 


formation of light railways in the poorer | 
districts of Ireland is far more liberal than 
that given to Scotland, will the Govern- 
ment consider the expediency of placing 


Mr. HANBURY : Owing to the strong 
local feeling displayed it has not yet been 
possible to obtain a site for a new post 
| office within the limits of expense which 
'the Department would be justified in 
‘incurring. The matter is still under 
| inquiry. 

SLIGO POST OFFICE. 


Mr. P. A. M‘SHUGH (Leitrim, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
] 
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as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the erection of a new post office 
in Sligo, for which provision was made 
last session in the Estimates, has been 
commenced ; and if not, can he explain 
the cause of the delay ; has a site been 
definitely fixed on; and when will the 
erection of the building be proceeded 
with. 


Mr. HANBURY: The purchase of 
the site at Fish Corner is almost com- 
pleted. The plans are almost ready for 
tinal approval, and it is expected that 
the building will be commenced during | 
the present financial year. 


WELSH ELEMENTARY EDUCATION | 
REPORT. | 
| 


Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): I beg | 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury | 
whether, seeing that the Report on) 
Elementary Education for the Welsh 
Division for 1899 was out of print by the | 


month of August last, and that no further | 


edition has been published, care will be 
taken next vear that a sufficient number 
of copies will be printed to meet the 
demand. 


Mr. HANBURY: The copies printed 
of the Report on Elementary Education 
for the Welsh Division for 1899 were 
disposed of sooner than was anticipated. 
Care will be taken next year that a 
larger number of copies are struck off. 


DEPORTATION OF IRISH PAUPERS 
FROM SCOTLAND. 
Mr. M‘CARTAN (Down, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, with reference to 


the deportation of the Irish poor from | 
Scotland after they had spent the best of 


their lives in that country, whether his 


attention has been drawn to the coroner’s , 


inquiry held in the Belfast Lunatic 
Asylum upon the death of one of the 
poor men sent over to Belfast from Scot- 
land ; whether he will give the name of 
the deceased ; and if something will be 
done to protect the poor Irishmen in 
Scotland from enforced removal when 
worn by work and rendered poor and 
unfit for further toil. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
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IRELAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, | 
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Central): My attention has been drawn 
to a report of the coroner’s inquest re- 
ferred to in the first paragraph. The 
name of the deceased was Samuel French. 
As regards the third paragraph the hon. 
Member seems to be unaware of the 
fact that concessions were made to meet 
the views of Irish Members in the Poor 
Law (Scotland) Act of last year in regard 
to the deportation of poor persons from 
Scotland to Ireland. 





FIRIES POLICE BARRACKS. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a police barrack or protection 
post has been placed at the village of 
Firies, county Kerry; whether, seeing 
that there are already in the immediate 
neighbourhood of Firies two permanent 
police barracks, one at Furranfore and 
another at Ballybrack, and in view of 
the peaceable condition of the dis- 
| trict, he will explain why the new bar- 
‘racks at Firies is necessary; and what 
‘cost, if any, will have to be borne by the 
| people for the Firies barrack and con- 
stabulary stationed therein. 


| Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: A police 
| station was established at Firies upwards 


| of fifteen months ago concurrently with 
| the abolition of the station at Longfield 
/in the immediate vicinity. There is no 
| station at Ballybrack. No portion of the 
| cost will have to be borne by the locality 

for either barrack or constabulary at 
_Firies. 


IRISH DISPENSARY DOCTORS’ 
HOLIDAYS. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, $.): I beg to 
,ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
|aware that the order made by the Local 
Government Board giving dispensary 
| doctors a month’s holiday each will cost 
the ratepayers of Ireland several thousand 
pounds annually ; whether he can state 
if boards of guardians were consulted 
before issuing this order; whether he 
can explain why this order was only made 
after the Government had fixed a con- 
tribution in relief of rates based on the 
standard year of 1896; and whether he 
will direct the Local Government Board 
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to pay at least the half of the cost of | the jurisdiction of the Executive Govern 


doctors’ substitutes in the future. | ment. 
| 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The reply to! geizURE OF A UNITED IRISH 
the first paragraph is in the affirmative, ©LEAGUE FLAG AT DROMAHAIR. 
but the increased charge on each union | Mr. P. A. MHUGH: I beg to ask 
will be scarcely appreciable. The entire | he Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
cost would as, Oh am Bree, *© of Ireland whether he is aware that at 
ae Ae Rapa neg Ma aie _ the _Dromahair, county Leitrim, Petty 

? Sessions, on the 18th October instant, 


unions it has always been the practice to_ Mr. Wray, solicitor, on behalf of the 


make this allowanc in such cases | q : : 
: ance, and in such cas Sooey Branch of the United Irish League, 
there is no extra expense on the rate- 


' ; applied to the magistrates for a flag belong- 
ayers. The new dispensary regula- . : ‘ 
A ; Apes —_ ing to the branch, which was seized 
tons were not submitted in draft to the by the police at the proclaimed meeting 
4 . a c t=) 
guardians. As f ady ; ve 
aa ot As I oe pointed at Dromahair on September 17, and 
0 e new reg y : 
: ig emtiate a a magistrates refused to order 
«ase, to be made in consequence of the | 


bolition of di am q the police to deliver it up to the owners; 
i n of dispensary Ss ; ; he 
pensary commubtees ane’ and will he instruct the police authorities 


the transfer i er’ boards of | . . 

a . — _cnipecsdeaetipese hae at Dromahair to give back the flag to its 
guardians. The financial arrangements 

; . | owners. 
of the Local Government Act had nothing | 
to do with the matter. There is no legal | Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I 
. . | atity. I. . £ ° 

power to comply with the suggestion con- 
tained in the fourth paragraph. 


under- 
stand that nothing of the flag is left but 
the poles, and that even these are injured. 
It is contended that the flag was illegally 


EVICTIONS IN LEITRIM — CASE oF ‘Ken possession of by the police, and 
MRS. O'DONNELL. under the circumstances I must decline to 


‘ order that even the remains of it be 
Mr. P. A. MSHUGH: I beg to ask the vietiaiiags 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
i Ireland viene he is aware that a yfp PILLON: Will the right hon. 
recelver named Hewson, on the Mont-| Gentleman instruct the police to compen- 


ey an See Leitrim, recently /sate the branch for the destruction of 
instructed a bailiff named Hetherington their flax? 


to inform Mrs. O’Donnell, the wife of an | 
evicted tenant now undergoing an un-. Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
limited term of imprisonment for alleged | 
contempt of court, that if she does not 
leave the evicted farm the Land Judge BEER SHOPS IN IRELAND. 
will imprison her; and is a receiver \pr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL (Dublin 
authorised in such a case to use as a St, Stephen’s Green): I beg to ask the 
threat the anticipated action of a judge. Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
| of Ireland whether his attention has been 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Mr. Hewson called to a decision reported to have been 
instructed the bailiff to inform the wife of | given by three of the Dublin metropolitan 
the evicted tenant that unless she gave up police magistrates a few days ago, 
possession of the holding the judge would | whereby, if it is correct in law, it will 
make an order in her case also. The henceforth be possible for any householder 
second paragraph does not call for a reply in Ireland, provided his character is good, 
from me ; the receiver is in no way under and his premises are suitable and above a 














D87 Questions. {COMMONS} Questions. 588 


certain low valuation, to convert his | information on the Table of the House in 
house into a beer shop; whether he is| the form of a Parliamentary Paper. 


aware that for the last seventeen years | 2 : 
the law has been differently interpreted! MR. MAURICE HEALY : I beg to ask 


throughout Ireland, namely, as giving to the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
magistrates at licensing sessions an un-| tenant of Ireland if he will lay upon the 
qualified discretion under the Beer | Table of the House, as a Return, a copy 
Dealers’ Licences Amendment Act, 1882/ 0f the examination papers set at the 
(45 and 46 Vic. ¢. 34), to grant or refuse | recent test examination for assistant 
beer licences, and that so recently as the | land commissioners. 
vear 1894 the then law officers of the | 
Government in Ireland, in a letter to the) Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The papers 
licensing magistrates at Belfast, expressed | Set at the examination held 7” April last 
their approval of that view of the law; for the position of lay assistant land 
and whether, in consideration of these | COM™mssioner were duly published and 
facts, and of the enactment by which the | ™4y be purchased through any bookseller. 
Executive Government alone can appeal | The Civil Service Commissioners have not 
from the decision of the Dublin magis-| Considered it necessary to publish the 
trates referred to, the Government intend , Papers set at the examination more 
either to take that course or to propose | recently held, and it does not appear to 
legislation on the subject. | them to be desirable, or necessary, to give 
; the papers in the form of a Parliamentary 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: My attention | Return. 
has been called to the matters referred to | 


in the first paragraph. I believe the facts Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 


are stated in the second paragraph with | ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
substantial accuracy. It has recently | Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Third 
heen decided by rig Queen’s Bench Divi- | 2eturn of Estates to which Section 40 of 
sion of the High Court of Justice in | the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1896, 
Ireland in effect that the Act of 1882 applies for the period ending in the year 
does not apply to Ireland, and the magis- 1891 has been laid upon the Table of the 


' House and printed ; and, if not, whether 
trates, as they were bound to do, followed 9... P ce sa ae 
Sa se : ; . | this will now be done, as in the case of 
that decision. It is under consideration 


. : the previous Returns. 
whether it may not be desirable for the | P 


Crown to take steps to have the point | 2 is . 
decided in the Court of Appeal. | Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Return 


‘will be laid on the Table in dummy 
‘either to-day or to-morrow, and will be 
IRISH LAND COMMISSION. ready for circulation in the course of a 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to) few weeks. 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- | 
tenant of Ireland whether he will lay | 
upon the Table a Return of the names of | 
the assistant commissioners employed; Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
by the Irish Land Commission as appeal | Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
valuers, showing the length of service | Ireland whether he is aware that great 
and qualification of each. | inconvenience is being caused to a large 
| number of tenants in and around North 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am for-| Kerry owing to the Sub-Land Commission 
warding to the hon. Member a Return | not having sat at Listowel for over two 
containing the information referred to. | years to hear fair rent applications ; and 
It is not considered necessary to lay the whether, seeing that tenants’ applications. 


FAIR RENT CASES IN KERRY. 
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made nearly three years ago are still 
unheard, representations will be made, 
with a view of having an immediate sitting 
of the Sub-Land Commission at Listowel, 
so as to remedy the congested condition 
of the fair rent applications awaiting 
trial. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am in- 
formed that a Sub-Commission Court 
will sit at Listowel for the hearing of 
cases from North Kerry in the course of 
next month. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: It will be neces- 
sary, to ensure the most rapid despatch 
of the necessary business still remaining to 
be done, that we should dispense with 
the 5.30 rule to-morrow. I hope there is 
no chance of our sitting beyond that 
hour, but if we are not finished by that 
hour and we do not suspend the rule it 
would involve the House sitting a day 
longer. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman will 
tell us what the prospects of the present 
sittings are, and on what date we may 
be able to “entrain ” ourselves. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We hope to 
read the Finance Bill and the Appropria- 
tion Bill a first time to-night; a second 
time to-morrow ; to take the Committee 
stage on Thursday ; and the third reading 
early on Friday. I hope the Prorogation 
will also take place early on Friday. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy): Will the 
Appropriation Bill be the first order ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, it will be 
the first order to-morrow. 
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SECOND SESSION (EXPLANATION). 


Bill to explain references in the Acts of 
the last Session of Parliament to the next 
Session, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Attorney General, the Lord Advocate, 
and Mr. Solicitor General. 


SECOND SESSION (EXPLANATION) 
BILL. 

“To explain references in the Acts of 
the last Session of Parliament to the 
next Session,” presented accordingly, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time To-morrow, and to be printed. 


(Bill 1.] 


WAYS AND MEANS (23RD OCTOBER). 


vesolutions reported :— 


TREASURY BILLS. 


* That towards raising the Supply 
. ia bl 
granted to Her Majesty, the Treasury be 
authorised to raise any sum not exceed- 
ing eight million pounds by the issue of 
Treasury bills.” 


CONSOLIDATED FUND. 


“That towards making good the 
Supply granted to Her Majesty for the 
service of the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1900, the sum _ of 
£10,000,000 be granted out of the 
Consolidated Fund of the United 
Kingdom.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
this House doth agree with the Committee 
in the First Resolution.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 237 ; Noes, 
25. (Division List No. 16.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. | Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir E. 
| Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. | Banbury, Frederick George 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. | Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
' Baird, John George Alexander | Barry,Rt.Hon. A. H.S.-(Hunts 


Aird, John 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 


Baker, Sir Jolin 





Balfour, Rt. Hon. 


3alfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 


Barnes, Frederic Gorell 


Barry,Sir Francis T.( Windsor) 
A.J.(Manch’r  Bartun, Dunbar Plunket 
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Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Beach, Kt. Hn. Sir M. H. (Bristol 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants.) 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Billson, Alfred 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boseawen, Arthur Grittith- 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brookfield, A. Montagu" 
suchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
‘Cameron, Sir Charles (Glasgow 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
“Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chainberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Har 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Colville, John 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crombie, John William 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Currie, Sir Donald ° 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalry aple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardig’n) | 
Denny, Colonel 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 
Duckworth, James 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart- 
blhiot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Sir Fras, H. (South’ton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 
~Gibbs,Hn. A.G.H.(Cityof Lnd) | 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, Rt HonGJ(StGeorge’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gourley, Sir Edward T. 
Graham, Henry Robert 
“Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) | 
<Gretton, John 
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Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. | 


Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 


Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- | 


Heaton, John Henniker 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hill, Rt. Hn. A. Staveley (Staffs 
Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 





or 
co 
to 


Questions. 


Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, A. E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Pilkington, R. (Lancs. Newton) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higyins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 


| Renshaw, Charles Bine 


Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’]) 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthew W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomsen 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
tothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
2ussell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
| Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 


Jollitte, Hon. H. George 


Kennaway,Rt Hon.SirJohnH. | 


Kenyon, James 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lecky, KtHon William Edw. H. 
Leighton, Stanley 

Llewellyn, Evan H.(Somerset) 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’sea) 
Long,Col.CharlesW(Evesham) 
Long, Rt Hn Walter(Liverpool) 


| Lowles, John 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hn. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Corn. ) 
M‘Calmont, H. L. B (Cambs. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Iver, Sir L.(Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘Killop, James 


| Malcolm, Ian 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. J. W. (Yorks) 


Middlemore, J. Throgmorton | 


Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 


| Muntz, Philip A. 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Northco e, Hn. Sir H. 8. 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William (Derbys. ) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley,HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Stewart,SirM.J.M’Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Talbot,Rt. Hn.JG(Oxf'd Univ.) 


, Thornton, Perey M. 


Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Wallace, Robert 


| Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 


Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. J. Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Jos. Powell (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


| Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 
| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 





Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.( Huddrsfid 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Young, Commander (Berks, E. 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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(Juestions, 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Blake, Edward 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Daly, James 

Davitt. Michael 

Doogan, P. C. 

Flavin, Micahel Joseph 
Hayden, John Patrick 
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Hogan, James Francis 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kilbride, Denis 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cumb.) 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell,Dr. MA.(Qn’s Co. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cartan, Michael 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M ‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
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O'Connor, James(Wicklow, W 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 


' Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Dillon and Captain 
Donelan. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. this House doth agree with the Committee 


James William Lowther, Mr. Chancellor 


of the Exchequer, and Mr. Hanbury. 


Acland-Hood,Capt SirAlex.F. 
Aird, John 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. | 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis | 
Asquith, RtH onHerbertHenry | 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, J. George Alexander 
Baker, Sir John 
Balfour, RtHon. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A.H.S.-(Hunts) | 
Barry, Sir FrancisT.(Windsor) | 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
3each, Rt. Hn. Sir M.H. (Bristol | 
Beach, W. W. Bramston (Hants | 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Billson, Alfred 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Bonsor, Henry Cosino Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Butcher, Jolin George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron,Sir Charles (Glasgow 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberiain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 





' Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 


| Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardig’n) | 


in the Second Resolution.” 


The House divided :—Aves, 255 ; Noes 
Motion made, and Question put, “ That 23. (Division List No. 17.) 


AYES. 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Sir J. Charles Ready 
. | 
Colville John 
Cranborne, Viscount 


| Crombie, John William 


Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Curzon, Viscount 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


| 


Denny, Colonel 

Digby, J. K. D. Wingfield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geottrey 

Duckworth, James 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. | 
Dyke,Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart | 
Elliot, Hn. A. R. Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest : 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge Sydney 
Gibbs, Hon. A.G.H. (City of L.) 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, Rt HnGJ(StGeorge’s) 








Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gourley, Sir. E. Temperley 
Graham, Henry Robert 


| Gretton, John 
| Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 


Halsey, Thomas Frederick 


| Hamil -Hon. LordGeorg 
| Cruddas, William Donaldson Seen Ee cert Loney 


| Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
| Currie, Sir Donald 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wim. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hedderwick, Thomas Chas.H. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hill, Rt. Hn. A.Staveley(Statts. 
Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 
Hoare, Ed. Brodie (Hampstead 


| Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 


Hobhouse, Henry 
Holland, William Henry 


| Horniman, Frederick John 
| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 


Howard, Joseph 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jetfreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnson-Ferguson, J. E. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jollifte, Hon. H. George 
Jones, D. B. (Swansea) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H, 
Kenyon, James 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. W. E. H. 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
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Llewelyn, Sir D. (Swansea) 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) | 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hn. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John Wiiliam 
M‘Ar‘ hur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 

M ‘Calmont, H. L. B. (Cambs. ) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edin. W.) 
M‘Killop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. J.W.(Yorks.) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. John 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pac 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurHA. (Deptford) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray,Rt HnAGraham(Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 








Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Blake, Edward 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Daly, James 

Davitt, Michael | 
Doogan, P.C. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


| Northeote,Hon.Sir H.Stafford 
| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


| Paulton, James Mellor 


| Kilbride, Denis 
| Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
| Maealeese, Daniel { 
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Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 
Pilkington, R.(Lanes. Newton) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

tankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 





| Richardson,Sir T.(Hartlepool) | 


| Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. | 


Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson } 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell,Gen. F. S. (Cheltenh’m 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William (Derbysh 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 





NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hogan, James Francis 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


MacDonnell, Dr.M. A.(Qu’n’sC 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swit | 
M‘Cartan, Michael { 
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Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Tagegart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 
TalbotRtHnJ.G. (Oxf’d Univ.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. C. E. Howard 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloy 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, John (Falkirl) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodall, William 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Hud’rsf'd 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndam, George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E. ) 
Younger, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


, M‘Ghee, Richard 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES- 
Mr. Dillon and Captain 
Donelan. 





Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
James William Lowther, Mr. Chancellor | 
of the Exchequer, and Mr. Hanbury. 


TREASURY BILLS BILL. 

“To raise money by Treasury bills for | 
the service of the year ending on the | 
thirty-first day of March, one thousand | 
nine hundred,” presented accordingly, and | 
read the first time ; to be read a second time | 
To-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 2.] | 
CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- | 
TION) BILL. | 


“To apply a sum out of the Consoli’ | 
dated Fund to the service of the yearending 





on the thirty-first day of March, one thou- 
sand nine hundred, and to appropriate the 
Supplies granted in this Session of Parlia- 


/ment,” presented accordingly, and read 
‘the first time ; to be read a second time 


To-morrow. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of the 18th day of this instant October, 
Mr. Speaker adjourned the House with- 
out Question put. 


Adjournediaccordingly at a quarter 
after Four of the clock. 


An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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'deen, between Fraserburgh and St. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. Combs (Fraserburgh and St. Combs Light 
Railway Order, 1899) [by Command] ; to 
Wednesday, 25th October 1899. lie upon the Table. 


| LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


PETITION. | Copy presented, of Order made by 
|the Light Railway Commissioners, and 

. | modified and confirmed by the Board of 

NATIONAL OLD AGE PENSIONS. —_—' Trade, authorising the construction of a 
Petition from Whitley Upper, in favour; | Light Railway in the county of Hamp- 
to lie upon the Table. | shire, between Cosham, Purbrook, Water- 
looville, and Horndean (Portsdown and 

ee Horndean Light Railway Order, 1898) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. | [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


3 | LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. | Copy presented, of Order made by the 

Copy presented, of Order made by the | Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- | fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, | authorising the construction of a Light 
authorising the construction of Light Rail- | Railway in the county of Lincoln, from 
ways from Wallingford, in the county of Blyton to Frodingham (Trent Valley 
Berks, to Benson, in the county of Ox-| Light Railway Order, 1899) [by Com- 
ford, and near Didcot, in the county of | mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
Berks (Didcot and Watlington Light Rail- 
way Extensions Order, 1899) [by Com- | LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


: - ahita 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. | Copy presented, of Order made by the 


? eee | Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
EY EA STS aes, ae | fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
Copy presented, of Order made by the | authorising the construction of a Light 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi-| Railway in the county of Cornwall, be- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, | tween Penzance, Newlyn, St. Just, and 
authorising the construction of a Light | Land’s End (Penzance, Newlyn, and West 
Railway in the county of Montgomery, Cornwall Light Railway Order, 1899) 
between Welshpool and Llanfair Caer- [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
einion (Welshpool and Llanfair Light 
Railway Order, 1899) [by Command] ; to | LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


lie upon the Table. Copy presented, of Order made by the 


a Bites a ' Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. fied and he by the Board of Trade, 
Copy presented, of Order made by | authorising the construction of Light 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and ; Railways in the county of Dorset, from 
modified and confirmed by the Board of | Poole to County Gates (Poole and Dis- 
Trade, authorising the construction of trict Light Railway Order, 1899) [by 
Light Railways in the county of Essex, | Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
in and near to the borough of Southend- | 
on-Sea (Southend-on-Sea and District | LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Light Railway Order, 1899) [by Com- | 


mand] ; to lie upon the Table. Copy presented, of Order made by the 


Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
4 bas fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
LEGET BALLW AES ACE, 1006. authorising the construction of Light 
Copy presented, of Order made by | Railways in the county of Kent, in the 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and | borough of Chatham, and the urban dis- 
modified and confirmed by the Board of | trict of Gillingham (Chatham and D.s- 
Trade, authorising the construction of a/ trict Light Railways Order, 1899) [by 
Light Railway in the county of Aber-| Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
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LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of a Light 
Railway in the county of Ayr, between 
Girvan and Ayr (Glasgow and South 
Western Railway (Maidens and Dunure 
Light Railway) Order, 1899) [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
No. 516 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EXPLOSIONS (ST. HELENS). 

Copy presented, of Report by Colonel 
A. Ford, C.B., Her Majesty’s Chief In- 
spector of Explosives, on the circum- 
stances attending an Explosion which | 
ocurred at the Kurtr 'y Chemical Works | 
of the United Alkali Company, Limited, 
at St. Helens, on 12th May, 1899 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTION. 

TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS—CHARGES 

AGAINST MR. J. CHAMBERLAIN. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the House what course 
he intends to pursue with regard to the 
publication and circulation amongst Mem- 
bers of the House of a pamphlet referred 
to in debates entitled, “ Are we in the 


{COMMONS} 
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SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE 
(WEDNESDAY). 


Ordered, That Government business 
be not interrupted this day at half-past 
five nor six o'clock, and may be entered 
upon at any hour though opposed.- - 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


SECOND —— * aeesiaaaaiiaiaaaa 
BIL 


SECOND READING. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RicHARD WepsTER, Isle of Wight), in 
| moving the Second Reading, said that it 
| had been discovered that possibly in one 
| Bill and possibly in another Bill passed 
last session words were used which might 
apply certain sections of the Acts in 





which they occur to this autumn session. 
That had not been foreseen, and therefore 
| it was necessary to pass this Bill. 


| Motion made and Questioi proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a_ second 
time.” —(Mr. Attorney General.) 


| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
I only wish to suggest to the hon. 
| Gentleman the Attorney General that 
| this is really another instance of careless 
drafting. Indefinite dates should not be 
fixed for Bills to come into force or to 
cease having effect. Reference to the 
‘end of next session” might be very in- 
convenient, as they are now, and I trust 
that in future the drafting will be more 
| definite. 


right ?” in which the Colonial Secretary | 


is charged, as a Member of the House, 
with deliberate falsehood in a speech in 
the House, and with having signed the 
Report of the South African Committee 
knowing it to be false. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
8.) : That is one more of Stead’s slanders. 


THe FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manchester, 


E.): I have not read the pamphlet to | 
which the hon. Gentleman refers, but, if the | 


account he gives of it in his question is in 
any way correct, it appears to be a some- 
what scurrilous document, which I think 
need not disturb the hon. Gentleman | 
at all. 





Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


| *Srr ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesail): This may be the 
_last opportunity on which it will be open 
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to private Members of this House in 
any way to express their views upon 
the great issues which are now at stake 
in South Africa. When the House re- 
assembles in February next the war will 
probably be over and the terms of peace 
arranged. Therefore, much as_ the 
majority of Members are anxious to end 
this session as rapidly as possible in order 


to resume the more congenial occupations | 


in which they were disturbed by the 
summoning of Parliament, private Mem- 
bers may be excused for saying a few 


words at this moment. The sad news | 


we have lately heard of the heavy losses 
sustained by our gallant soldiers and by 
our gallant enemies in this struggle will 
be somewhat mitigated by the knowledge 
that so far, at all events, the conflict has 
been carried on in a spirit of chivalry on 
both sides. So long as that spirit continues, 
as I hope it may continue, no one can fail 
to see that the horrors of war are con- 
siderably alleviated. But this war offers 
to the House and to the country at least 
one great lesson which should be taken 
to heart by all who have an interest in 
peace and in the greatness of this Em- 
pire. There is not the slightest doubt 
that this war, with all its great 
losses of life and heavy expenditure 
of treasure, is due to the reversal of the 
wise and far-sighted policy of twenty 
years ago. We hear on many sides that 
the outcome of this war will probably 
he a confederation of South Africa under 
the British flag. I sincerely hope that it 
may be so, and I believe that that is the 
feeling of the great majority of gentlemen 
on this side of the House and of many of 
the gentlemen on that side. But I wish 
to remind the House that twenty years 
ago this confederation was practically 
accomplished. Under the governorship 
of Sir Bartle Frere, one of the ablest men 
who has ever held office in South Africa, 


and under the far-sighted policy of Lord | 


Beaconsfield, the confederation of South 


Africa twenty years ago was almost a/| 


Suit accompli, and we should have been 


spared great trouble and expense in the | 


interval if that sagacious policy had not 
been reversed. The House, I think, will 
share with me the deep regret I feel that 
that reversal took place. 
millions which are embraced in this Appro- 
priation Bill, the sacrifice of human life on 


the battlefield, the throwing back of the | 


,25 OcToBER 1899} 


Sir, the ten | 
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(our loyal colonists, the infinitely greater 
sufferings of thousands and hundreds 
'of thousands of native tribes in South 
| Africa, are due to that grave and most un- 
| fortunate reversal of policy. The other day 
iI pointed out that the capitulation of 
|Majuba was not the act of high-toned 
| magnanimity it was represented to be. It 
| was not due to a desire to give peace to 
‘the Boers, it was due to a Radical cabal 
‘formed in this House at the time; and 
‘none of the credit which right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite have claimed, and 
have been given, sometimes even by 
hon. Gentlemen on this side, for sup- 
posed magnanimity to the Boers is due 
to them. It is almost impossible to sum 
up in moderate language the amount 
of loss and suffering which would have 
been avoided had the policy of Lord 
Beaconsfield between 1877 and 1880 
not been reversed in 1881. The same 
thing, though, perhaps, not so bad, which 
occurred in South Africa has occurred 
in the Soudan, where the reversal of 
policy cost some eleven millions of human 
lives and an infinite amount of human 
suffering. The other day I referred to 
the corruption which has prevailed in the 
administration of the Transvaal, and hon. 
Gentlemen opposite took me up rather 
severely. At this moment, however, 
when we are engaged in a deadly struggle 
with the Boers, and when everything has 
been referred to the arbitrament of arms, 
I feel it would not be in good taste if I 
were to advance details in support of such 
charges. [Opposition cries of ‘“Oh!”] 
Well, I am sorry to say that my estimate 
of taste differs from that of hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. I repeat that it would not 
be in good taste on my part on the present 
occasion to bring forward a long list of 
personal charges against prominent men 
in South Africa. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
The hon. Gentleman has made a charge 
which he has been asked to substantiate. 
Now he says the present is not the time 
to make the charge. 


*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 
I repeat that it is not the time to make 
the charge, but I will prove it when I 
think a fitting opportunity occurs. Mean- 
while I would refer hon. Gentlemen who 


prosperity of South Africa by twenty | are anxious, if they really are anxious, 
years, the sufferings and ruin of many of | to be satisfied on the subject, to a very 
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remarkable work which has just been, 
published upon the Transvaal by Mr 
Fitzpatrick. When the proper time comes, 
and the question of war is settled, I will 
undertake to prove what I have said, if hon. 
Gentlemen like, under penalties ; but I do 
not wish to advance a list of personal 
charges against Mr. Kruger and others on 


the present occasion. I only hope that the | 
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|erease which is hardly explainable on 
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ordinary grounds. With regard to the 
future settlement of this question, I am 
quite confident that the majority of the 
people of this country will not be satisfied 
with anything short of placing the Trans- 
vaal under the British flag. I think that 
ought to be clearly understood by foreign 
Powers from the outset. We do not wish 


war may be conducted with good feeling | to deprive the Dutch population of the 
on both sides, and that it will be very | Transvaal of any legitimate right that 
rapidly ended by satisfactory results. | they can claim. Let them have an equal 
The subject to which I now wish par-| franchise and equal justice ; let them be 
ticularly to draw the attention of the | specially protected, if you like, in the 
House is the way in which the ten millions | possession of their lands, in the cultiva- 





voted are to be met. I think the great | 
majority of the House will agree with the | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer when he | 
decided the other day to postpone his | 
definite plans with regard to the method | 
of raising the money. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member’s remarks on that subject 
would be more in order under the Finance 
Bill. 


*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : ' 
I think you will agree with me that it has | 
been the practice to allow on the Appro- 
priation Bill full discussion of all the 
subjects embraced in the Bill. But, of 
course, I accept your ruling. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I have never heard | 
it said that a Finance Bill could be fully 
discussed on the Appropriation Bill. 


*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 
Then I will reserve those observations for 
the Finance Bill. I was only going to 
emphasise what has been stated by hon. 
Gentlemen before as to the means of pay- 
ment; but I will limit myself to the 
simple expression of the hope that none 
of the expense of this war will fall on the 
taxpayers of this country. I do not 
think it is in the least necessary that 
it should. With regard to the question 
which was referred to some time ago, 
perhaps hon. Gentlemen opposite will 
allow me to remind them that the revenue 
of the Transvaal has been, for the last two 
years, over four and a half millions per 
annum. That is an enormous sum, and 
offers great opportunities for manipula- 
tion in every direction. The salaries of 
the officials of the Transvaal have multi- 
plied more than twenty-four times in the 
course of the last twenty years—an in- 
Sir Elis Ashmead-Bartlett. 


tion of which they have done so much for 
the general agriculture of the country ; 
let them be protected in every reason- 
able right; but let it be clearly under- 
stood that after what we have gone 


through in the past, after the bloodshed 


and sacrifice of this war, this country will 
be satisfied with nothing less than the 
establishment of the British flag over the 
Transvaal. I am glad to see that Her 


_Majesty’s Government are putting the 


defensive forces of this country gene- 
rally in an _ effective—one might say 
in an overwhelming—position of effi- 
ciency. It is well that any movements 
against our interests abroad should be 
met in advance and checked in the bud. 


| I am certain that nothing could be more 


conducive to peace than the knowledge 
that not only our Army but our Navy 
also is in a state of complete efficiency. 
Sir, I sincerely trust, in conclusion, that 
this war may be brief, that the result of 
it may be satisfactory to this country, and 
that in the long run it may even prove 
beneficial to the Boer population of the 
two South African Republics. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs): If 
any man can claim a triumph in connec- 
tion with this war, it belongs to the hon. 
Member who has just sat down. He, at 
any rate, whatever may be said of other 
hon. Gentlemen on the Opposition side of 
the House, has been consistent. Since 
the days of Majuba he has pointed out 
the disaster of that policy ; but does the 
hon. Member forget that the right hon. 
Gentleman who is primarily responsible 
for this war was responsible for that policy 
also? If the hon. Member considers that 


a mistake was made at the time of the 


Majuba disaster, the Colonial Secretary 
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was as responsible for it as any Member have heard so much, because, holding the 
of the Cabinet at that time. I therefore | position he does in the Government, he 
recommend the hon. Member to ask for a| would not care to bea party to such a 
satisfactory explanation from the right | fiasco. He would not be a party to that 
hon. Gentleman. As the hon. Member | which could not succeed, and therefore 
has said, this is the last opportunity | I do not believe he was a party to the 
which hon. Members will have to express | Raid. What were the grounds for Presi- 
their opinion of the policy in which we | dent Kruger’s belief that the two policies 
are now engaged, namely, the policy of war. | were the same? In the first place, he saw, 
For myself, I,at any rate, cannot beaccused | when the inquiry with reference to the 
of having done anything, even if I were | Raid took place, that most important tele- 
capable of it, to embarrass Her Majesty’s | grams were suppressed. 

Government. I have not spoken in the 
course of the present session. I did not}; Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
even speak last year on the Colonial Vote, | hon. Member will not be in order in dis- 
because I recognised that the Secretary | cussing wpon this occasion what took place 
for the Colonies had one of the most diffi- | at that inquiry. There is no Vote as to 
cult problems that any statesman could | the salary of the right hon. Gentleman, 
be called upon to deal with; that any | but only a Vote with regard to the means 
step which was taken might be misunder- | of the prosecution of the war. 

stood, and that even a remark from the 
most insignificant private Member might; Mr. DALZIEL: I bow to your ruling, 
be misinterpreted in the Transvaal. I) Sir; but may I ask you whether, in giving 
was also of opinion that at the present | evidence as to what I regard as mistakes 
time it might have been politic even to | on the part of the right hon. Gentleman 
postpone the criticism we had to offer of | which have brought about the war, I 
the policy of the Colonial Secretary. But | might refer to those matters? I am not 
the right hon. Gentleman himself has | going into details, but Ido say, in sup- 
made a challenge. In his great speech | pressing those telegrams, the right hon. 
the other night he said, “If you have | Gentleman, at any rate, gave President 
any criticism to offer, offer it now.” He | Kruger grounds for believing 
differed in some respects from a right hon. | 

colleague of his in making that chailenge.| THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
But we have to meet that challenge, and tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
those of us who honestly think that there | Birmingham, W.): The hon. Gentleman is 
is reasonable criticism to offer on the | under some misapprehension. I did not 
policy of the Colonial Secretary are bound | suppress any telegrams. I did not get 
to do it at the present time, and not when | them. 

the war is over and the criticism, accord- | 

ing to our opponents, is stale and unprofit-| | Mr. SPEAKER: This is out of order. 
able. We have at the present time to| The hon. Gentleman is quite right in 
consider what the difficulties have been | saying he is entitled to discuss the direct 
in arriving at a settlement. Sir, I am of | causes which led to the war, but there 
opinion that one of the greatest difficulties | must be a limit to the discussion, and 
in this matter has been the fact that the | when the hon. Gentleman goes back and 
Colonial Secretary had charge of the | discusses the conduct of the right hon. 
negotiations. I am not saying this from | Gentleman the Colonial Secretary in that 
any personal view at all, but because I| Committee, he is going far beyond the 
believe it, and I am going to try and give | limit. 

my grounds for the belief. The great 
difficulty in these negotiations was that| Mr. DALZIEL: In my view, if the 
President Kruger, rightly or wrongly, | right hon. Gentleman consented in his 
believed that the Colonial Secretary and | official capacity to the publication of tele- 
Mr. Rhodes were practically the same | grams—— 

person. The Dutch mind associated the 
policy of Rhodes with the policy of the} Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I did. 
right hon. Gentleman, and, in my opinion, 
there were grounds for the belief. I have Mr. DALZIEL: I take it, Sir, that 
never believed that the right hon. Gentle- | your ruling precludes me from entering 
man was a party to the Raid of which we | into the matter of the telegrams. 
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Mr. SPEAKER: If the salary of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secre- 
tary were upon the Appropriation Bill, 
the hon. Member would be perfectly in 
order, but there is no such item on the 
Vote. The Vote is for a sum of money 
for carrying on the war, and the policy of 
the war may be discussed. The hon. 
Gentleman cannot discuss the action of 
the right hon. Gentleman as if his salary 
was upon the Vote. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Your ruling, Sir, 
very much limits the discussion, and I 
think it is unfortunate that the represen- 
satives of the people cannot, by the rules 
of this House, go into the general ques- 
tion where such a great matter is involved. 
I must bow to your ruling, though it to a 
great extent takes away the case I was 
about to present against the right hon. 
Gentleman's action. I pass on to the 
Bloemfontein Conference. It has been 
said that at that Conference no subject 
was discussed but the franchise. That is a 
fact ; Sir Alfred Milner would not discuss 
anything else, and when President Kruger 
would not go fully into the question, Sir 
Alfred Milner said the Conference 
was at an end, and nobody was bound 
by what had taken place. Since 
that time the right hon. Gentleman 
has had two or three opportuni- 
ties of settling this matter not only 
with peace, but with honour. On two 


occasions during the course of the negotia- | 
tions he has had offered to him all that he | 
Sir Alfred Milner asked for a | 


asked for. 
five years franchise, and seven seats in the 
Volksraad for the Uitlanders and a mino- 
rity representation of one-fifth. President 
Kruger offered the five years franchise, 
eight seats in the Volksraad, as against 


seven asked for, and a minority represen- | 
tation of one-fourth as against theone-fifth | 


asked for. That offer was made by 
President Kruger in August, and in my 
opinion that was an opportunity which 
ought to have been used, and could have 
been used, by the right hon. Gentleman to 
settle this matter. He practically had the 
whole situation in his hands. He may 
say that certain conditions were put for- 
ward. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No. 
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that he asked for, and through some mis 
take the situation was thrown away. The 
right hon. Gentleman said the other night 
that he meant to accept the proposal of 
President Kruger! Now, I say for a 
Colonial Secretary to write a despatch 
which has been misunderstood by every 
one—because I challenge the right hon. 
Gentleman to show me any leader-writer 
| of the great daily press, of any important 
| newspaper, who understood that that des- 
patch was meant to accept President 
Kruger’s offer-—-— 


(Appropriation) Bill. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The Daily 


Chronicle. 


Mr. DALZIEL: I differ from the right 
hon. Gentleman. 





Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The Daily 
| Chronicle took the trouble to point out 
' when that despatch was published that it 
| was a practical acceptance of President 
Kruger’s terms. 
| 

Mr. DALZIEL: I think if the right 
| hon. Gentleman will refer again he will find 
_ that the Daily Chronicle says, not that it is 
| a practical acceptance, but that it might be 
| looked upon as such. President Kruger, 
| however, did not look upon it in that 
light, and immediately abandoned his 
offer and withdrew it. I say the right 
hon. Gentleman had then the opportunity, 
and the issue being so great, and the 
|situation so critical, no possible mis- 
understanding ought to have been per- 
mitted without some endeavour to clear 
the way. This war will be known in his- 
tory by the name of the blundering des- 
patch war. The next opportunity which 
\the right hon. Gentleman had was when 
|the seven years franchise and the joint 
‘commission was given by President 
| Kruger. There was one other occasion 
|of which advantage might have been 
taken. Why did not the right hon. Gen- 
tleman take advantage of the offer of Mr. 
Hofmeyr, who made it known that he was 
willing unofficially to endeavour to induce 
President Kruger to accede to our terms ? 
There is no man—and I suppose the right 
hon. Gentleman will agree with me in this 





Mr. DALZIEL: Then that strengthens | —who has more influence with President 


the position I take. He had got all 





‘Kruger than Mr. Hofmeyr, whose ser- 
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vices ought to have been called in at the 
later stages of the negotiations. There is 
another point upon which I complain of 
the conduct of negotiations, and that is 


{25 OcToBER 1899} 
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throughout these negotiations the right 
| hon. Gentleman refused to see the repre- 
| sentative of the Transvaal. 


the delay which took place after the last | 
despatch was sent by the right hon.|, MR. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, no. 
Gentleman. We have been told that it | The hon. Gentleman is quite mistaken. 


was an influence working for peace ; but | 
how can it be regarded as such? Here | 
you had a despatch sent to President | 
Kruger, and it contained an intimation | 
that we were sending another despatch | 
practically in the course of a few days. | 
The obvious interpretation that was put | 
upon that passage in that despatch was 
that in the course of a few days they 
would get our despatch. That is how it 
was read practically by everybody in this | 
country. All this time, although that. 
despatch had been formulated and _pre- 


pared, it was not sent, and that was the | 


greatest influence in favour of war 
throughout this unfortunate business. We 
were waiting for a despatch from President 


Kruger, and they were waiting for a des- | 


No application whatever was ever made 
to see me by Mr. Montagu White. I 
should certainly have seen him if he had 
made such an application. 


Mr. DALZIEL: I am glad to hear that 
admission from the right hon. Gentleman. 
If Mr. Montagu White had been seen by 
the Colonial Secretary I am sure a better 
understanding would have been arrived 
at. That is quite a new phase of the 
question, because it has always been 
understood by the Transvaal Government 
that the right hon. Gentleman would not 
allow Mr. Montagu White to take any 
part in the negotiations with the Trans- 
vaal Government. 


patch from us. It was simpleenough tohave | 


sent the despatch, and then we should 


have known. But in the meantime we | 


called out an army corps—about three 
weeks after we had intimated that another 
despatch was coming. Soon after that 


President Kruger’s ultimatum came, and, | 


although I do not think anyone will defend 
that ultimatum, let us consider for a 
moment the position in which he was 


placed. The army corps were called out, | 


and day after day we were putting more 
soldiers along the Transvaal frontier. 
President Kruger knew that every day 


during which delay took place the sooner | 


would come his annihilation, for they had 


failed to arrive at a settlement. I say | 


that there was an element of peace in that 


despatch if the right hon. Gentleman had | 
taken it up, and if there had been a de- | 


sire to obtain a peaceful settlement it 
would not have been undignified for this 


country to have appointed a peace com- | 


mission to go into the matter. It would 
have been possible to have got a tribunal 


to arbitrate upon the points upon which | 


we differed. In regard to the position in 
which we now find ourselves, I believe 
that the whole situation would have been 
saved if the representative of the Trans- 
vaal Government in London, Mr. Montagu 
White, had been seen by the Colonial 
Secretary. I believe there wasa difficulty 
in the way of having such an interview 
at all, but it does seem curious that 


Mr J. CHAMBERLAIN ; There is not 
a shadow of a shade of truth in that 
| insinuation. 


Mr. DALZIEL: There is no one more 
pleased to hear that statement from the 
right hon. Gentleman than I am, because 
it is very much in his favour. I have 
read in the Transvaal papers that the 
whole situation would have been avoided 
if the right hon. Gentleman had been 
able to recognise Mr. Montagu White as 
_ the representative of the Transvaal Gov- 
ernment. But this admission does not 
do away with the point I wish to make. 
My point is that the elements of a settle- 
/ment were there, for three or four men 
sitting round the table might have been 
able to effect a settlement which would 
have been honourable to this country. 


That has not been done, and unfortu- - 


nately we are at war. I maintain that, 
| before we went to war in these circum- 
| stances, every possibility of peaceful nego- 
| tiations should have been exhausted, 
and I do not think they were ex- 
|hausted. I think we have brought about 
| this war by our negotiations during a 
| critical situation which ought never to 
| have been brought about, and the right 
‘hon. Gentleman ought to have taken 


| 
\ 
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advantage of the concessions made and | the Boers are a brave people. I see that 
asked for more. In view of the fact that} in one of the despatches received the 
the franchise had been reduced from four-| other day our own general referred, on 
teen years to five, and that we had been | two different occasions, to the courage and 
promised other important concessions, I | bravery displayed by the enemy. There 
think we ought to have pursued our! may have been sufficient cause for the war, 
course along that path, and gone on bit| and President Kruger may have been 
by bit accepting more. In my j , judgment, wrong, but we must respect the old men of 
I believe if we had gone on in that | eighty- -four years of age who have shoul- 
way in the course of a very few years | dered their rifles and gone to the front. 
our supremacy would have been much | I would mention also the lads of eighteen 
more complete in the Transvaal than it; who have gone forward to risk their 
is ever likely to be by the policy which | lives in the service of their country. 
we are now pursuing. This war means a; We may not like these facts, but they 














great deal more than some of our people | 


seem to imagine. Has anyone thought of 
the poverty which this war is going to 


bring into this country? Imagine 25,000 | 
' fore we must respect the spirit of patriotism 


of our Reserve men called out. I have 
heard some pitiful tales of the misery and 
the poverty which that step has brought 
about. An hon. Member of this House 
who is a doctor has told me of quite half 
a dozen cases in London where whole fami- 


lies are broken up now, and they are, 


thrown absolutely upon the charity of the 
world. If that is so in my hon. friend’s 
own limited experience what must it be 
throughout the whole of this country? I 
myself know of cases up in Scotland where 
workmen have been called out and families 
have been broken up perhaps never to be 
made up again. We ought to consider the 
misery and poverty which will be brought 
about before we go to war, and we ought 
to consider the thousands of bread-win- 
ners who will never be able to make up 
their homes again. That is why we ought 
to consider every possibility of arriving at 
peace before we go to war. We hear 
a good deal of things which tell 
against the character of the Boers, 
and I am _ not here to defend 
them. I do, however, dissociate myself 
from some of the sentiments which have 
been delivered by certain hon. Members 
in this House in regard to the ultimate 
triumph of this war. I believe this war 
was a mistake, but I hope nevertheless 
that the British arms will be successful, 
and I hope they will be successful very 
speedily, and that we may have a victory 
that will be complete and crushing. I 
desire this because it will limit the sacri- 
fice of life which we shall have to make 
in the Transvaal. I can see that if this 
war continues very long it is going to be 
emuch greater sacrifice than we ever con- 
templated. I suppose there is no man in 


this House will dispute the statement that 


Mr. Dalziel. 


are there, and it is a proof that these 
people believe that they are fighting 
in a just cause, and defending a country 
which has been unjustly attacked. There- 


which has animated them in the steps 
they have taken. President Kruger may 
be as corrupt as he is represented, and as 
bad a diplomatist as those opposed to him 
make out; but on this account are 
thousands of other people in the Trans. 
vaal to sacrifice their lives? We ought 
to have looked beyond President Kruger 
in this matter, and we ought to have con- 
sidered that he could not always guide the 
destinies of the Transvaal. We ought to 
have known day by day that if our 
subjects desired the franchise and the 
political power which their friends de- 
sired them to have, they were certain to 
get it in the end. I think we ought to 
have had a little more patience, and 
waited a little longer, and then we should 
have got peaceably what we are now 
attempting to get by war. Does anyone 
deny that with the adoption of a five 
years franchise the Uitlanders would 
have outnumbered the burghers, and that 
the British representatives in the Volks- 
raad would have maintained their position 
and passed through reforms which would 
have given the Uitlanders more power ? 
I admit it would have taken longer, but 
the result would have been better than it 
ever will be after the war. What will be 
the position after the war is over? The 
Uitlanders will come into possession. I 
do not know what the issue is going to 
be, for it is too soon to say; but this we 
can say, that whatever happens, it will 


‘take very many years before the two 
races in the Transvaal will live on the 


same terms of amity upon which they 
were living a few years ago. The right 
hon. Gentleman said it was the feeling of 
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contempt that was the difficulty out in 
the Transvaal. I am prepared to admit 
there is some ground for that statement. 
It has been the belief in the superiority of 


the Transvaal burgher which has, un- | 
fortunately, contributed to this unhappy | 


situation. But we must remember that 
we have given them cause, to some 
extent, for that belief, because that feeling 
was not acute to any extent until the un- 
fortunate Jameson Raid occurred. From 
that moment, rightly or wrongly, the 
burghers believed that we had made up 
our minds to have their country, 
but notwithstanding that, I believe 


that the difficulties existing were | 


not insurmountable. I believe that, even 


after the Raid, a policy of patience, | 


and an acceptance of the proposals which 
were put forward would have brought 


about a peaceful and satisfactory settle- ; 


ment. I would recommend hon. Members 
to read the letter of Mr. Selous which 
appears in The Times yesterday. Mr. 
Selous, I. suppose, knows as much about 


South Africa as any hon. Member who | 


has taken part in these debates. He lived 
for over twenty years in South Africa, 
and is, in fact, associated with the Im- 
perial party at the Cape. What does he 
predict ? He predicts that the result will 
be that we will lose our South African 
colonies. That is the prophecy of a man 
who is an accepted authority, and it 
cannot be lightly set aside. He may be 
wrong—I sincerely hope he is—but we 
are running risks of which we cannot see 
the possibleend. Therefore I say every 
possibility of a peaceful settlement ought 
to have been exhausted before you went to 
war. I hope there will be a speedy issue, 


and I hope the right hon. Gentleman’s | 


policy will be as successful as I have no 
doubt he believes it will be ; but, believing 
as Ido that this war should have been 


avoided, I think it my duty to state in| 
this House that I, at any rate, as repre-_ 
senting my constituents, accept no re- | 


sponsibility for it. 
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| Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
will arise on the next Order. 


Major RASCH : I will not pursue the 
subject, but I personally did not agree 
with what the President of the Local 
Government Board said on that occasion. 
Perhaps I may say that I have sat in this 
House during every debate in this short 
| session, and that I voted with the Govern- 
ment in every Division. I have listened 
with appreciation and respect to the 
frequent speeches of the hon. Member 
for East Mayo, as I always do, although 
I do not always agree with him; but I 
cannot for the life of me understand why 
he should have given such effusive praise 
‘to the conciliatory speech of my hon. 
and gallant friend the Member for New- 
port. I say, without offence, that if there 
‘is a single hon. Member in this House 
who has imported venom into these 
debates, it is the hon. Member for 
East Mayo himself. Perhaps I may 
‘say also that I think it is rather hard 
that hon. Members on this side of the 
House and hon. Members above the gang- 
way on the other side should have had to 
sit here and be lectured by the hon. 
Member for Caithness as we have been. 
The hon. Member is not only chairman of 
the Transvaal Committee—which is rather 
a strong order—but he was agent for the 
Transvaal Government up to 1891, and 
was with the Boer camp at the time of 
' the fight at Majuba, when Scottish soldiers 
—his own countrymen—were shot down 
‘by his clients. I will only add that I will 
vote with the greatest pleasure with the 
Government, and in supporting them | 
am certain 99 out of every 100 of my 
constituents will support me. 





Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, 8.): As this 
Bill sanctions this war and provides the 
means of carrying it on, and commits the 
House to the policy which precipitated it, 
_I feel compelled for the last time on which 


Masor RASCH (Essex, $.E.): I have 'I can utter a protest to do so. The hon. 


no right whatever to advise the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, as I am only an humble 
agricultural Member, but I should like to 
remind my right hon. friend of the state- , 
ment made by his right hon. colleague in | 
August last, who said that something like | 
£2,900,000 might be raised without extra | 
taxation. 


|Member for the Ecelesall Division of 
Sheftield—who, I regret, is not in his 
place-—is generally, when speaking in this 
House, a man full of courage in his cause 
and if he is not always right he believes 
he is. On Friday night last, in an attempt 
to justify this war, he brought general 


charges of corruption against the Trans- 
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vaal Government. Not believing these 
charges to be truly founded, I challenged 
him to produce his proofs. Several days 
have passed and yet the hon. Member has 
not offered one single word of proof in 
sustentation of the charges he made in 
this House. Now, I do not think that is 
in any way fair fighting. It is the policy 
which has been pursued by the Jingo 
press, and it is the policy which has pre- 
cipitated this miserable and unfortunate 


argument. If this war is undertaken to 
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: Bae | 
war. I must protest against this line of | : 


put down corruption, tyranny, and in- | 


justice towards native peoples surely, 
according to every canon of fair play, we 
are entitled to have the proofs produced. 


one single word of proof offered by a 
single hon. Member on the other 
side to sustain the charge that the Trans- 
vaal Government have been guilty of 
wholesale corruption in the administra- 
tion of that country, or that the Boers 
have acted cruelly towards the native 
races. The hon. Member for the Eccle- 
sall Division is, I believe, in the aristo- 
cratic hierarchy of Swaziland. He has 
been ennobled by the Swazis, and if there 
were a House of Lords in their country 
he would be entitled to sit init. I am 


Africa, and consequently, without in any 
way disparaging the sources of his infor- 
mation, he cannot speak with very much 
authority in this House on this question. 
I do him the justice to say that he 
has always been consistent. He did 
not lament the Raid in 1895, except 
to the extent of regretting that it 
was not successful. He has not talked 
about the necessity of going to war to 
give the franchise to the Uitlanders. He 
is in favour of taking away the indepen- 
dence of the Transvaal in order to annex 
that country and the Orange Free State 
to the dominions of the British Empire in 
South Africa. Therefore he has been 








the House of Commons to bear patiently 
with me while I quote the opinion of Mr. 
Selous. He writes— 


“T still consider that war ought to have 
been avoided, and would have been avoided 
had the negotiations between the British and 
Transvaal Governments been in the hands of a 
liberal-minded and far-seeing British states- 
man thoroughly conversant with the divergent 
interests of the different sections of the South 
African populations, and aware of the momen- 
ous consequences in the future—a distant 
uture perhaps—of a war between the British 
and Dutch Afrikander races. Knowing the 
Cape Dutch as I do, I think that the hope of 
a permanent settlement in South Africa as a 
result of this war is purely chimerical. For 
the time being the Dutch Afrikander popula- 


| tion of the Transvaal and the Orange Free 
But up to the present there has not been | 


State will be crushed, no doubt, but 
the history of Switzerland, of Scotland, 


| and of the United States of America points 


to the difficulty of permanently crushing a 
North European, and to the likelihood of our 
having to face another ‘ War of Independence’ 
in South Africa in twenty, thirty, or perhaps 
fifty years’ time, which it may be impossible 
to bring to a successful issue. I should not 
have sent you this letter for publication, now 
that war has actually broken out, had I not 
read with feelings of intense disgust a poem 
lately published in your columns by Mr. 


| Swinburne, which seems to me to have been 


written with the sole object of embittering 
feeling in this country against the South 


| African Dutch.” 
not aware that he has been in South | 


This Englishman is not afraid to speak 
the truth. I believe his opinions on 
political questions are in harmony with 
those of hon. Members opposite and of 
Her Majesty’s Government. He con- 
cludes his letter with a prediction which 
is, at any rate, deserving of attention— 
a prediction which, no matter how I may 
displease hon. Members opposite, I sin- 
cerely hope will prove true. Mr. Selous 


| says 


candid and honest in all he has said. | 


But there are Englishmen who have been 
in South Africa and who can speak with 
knowledge on all these questions. Refer- 
ence has been made to one of them in 
the interesting speech of the hon. Member 
for Kirkcaldy. He is an Englishman, 
like the hon. and gallant Member for 
Newport, who thinks himself none 
the worse Englishman because he bears 
testimony to the courage, honesty, 
and sincerity of the Boers. I would ask 
Mr. Davitt. 


“In that case we shall have entered upon a 
course which, though it may give us the gold- 
fields of the Transvaal for the present and the 
immediate future, will infallibly lose us the 
whole of South Africa as a British possession 
within the lifetime of many men who are now 
living. Through arrogance and _ ignorance 
Great Britain lost her American colonies, and 
if arrogance and ignorance prevail in the pre- 
sent conduct of affairsin South Africa, history 
will repeat itself in the country.” 


Now, one of the chief reasons advanced 
by the Colonial Secretary—and_particu- 
larly by the Leader of the House—as a 
justification of this war is that one of 
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its objects is to accord better treatment 
to the native races and to protect these 
races against Boer oppression. As I have 
already pointed out, no one single tittle 
of evidence has been brought before 
this House to prove the truth of 


this charge. It is one of a series of | 


baseless assertions, not a single one of 


which has been proved to be true. It. 


is a part—a cruel part—of the methods 
by which this miserable war has been 
promoted. Let me call two witnesses 
on the other side who will adduce proof 
which will carry conviction to every fair- 
minded man in this House that this is 
an untrue allegation against the Boers. 
One is General Colley, who died at 
Majuba, and the other is the late Mr. 
Froude, the historian. General Colley, 
writing to his mother [An Hon. 
MeMBER laughed.] I am not surprised 
the hon. Member laughs, but surely it 
is no laughing matter that a brave man 
should write to his mother. I am not 
referring to any English Member oppo- 
site. General Colley wrote— 

“The Kaffirs say, and with considerable 
justice, that no one has ever gained by inter- 
course, not with the Boer Government, but 
with the English Government.” 





That is one witness. Mr. Froude’s 
opinion is longer, but I am sure the 
House will not regret hearing it. He 
writes— 

“ The new States did not sink, but prospered. 
The Boers spread over a territory as large as 
France. They arranged their disputes with 
the natives with little fighting. In the Trans- 


vaal a million natives lived yeaceably in the 
midst of them, working with them and for 
them.” 


By far the most thriving native location 
which I myself saw in South Africa was 
close to Pretoria. They were rough, but 
they had rude virtues, which are not the 
less virtues because in these latter days 
they are growing scarce. The Boers of 
South Africa, of all human beings now on 
the planet, correspond nearest to Horace’s 
description of the Roman peasant soldiers 
who defeated Pyrrhus and Hannibal. 
There alone you will find obedience to 
parents as strict as among the ancient 
Sabines. The severa mater, whose 
sons fetch and carry at her bidding, 
when these sons go to fight for their 
country, will hand their rifles to them 
and bid them return with their arms in 
their hands or else not return at all. They 
rule after their own pattern ; they forbid 
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idleness and indiscriminate vagrancy ; 
there have been no risings of blacks 
against whites in the Transvaal ; autho- 
rity has been sustained without panics and 
without severity. Such scenes as the 
destruction of Tanganabeles in Natal, or 
the massacre of Koegas, which disgraced 
the Cape Colony in 1878, have never been 
paralleled in the Dutch Independent 
States. They could not, however, earn 
the confidence of the English Government. 
Perhaps their unexpected success was an 
offence where the methods were not our 
methods, and were easily misrepre- 
sented. These are the people whom 
your press maligns, who are libelled 
in this House, against whom you are 
waging this relentless and wanton war. 
Against the defamation of a brave race 
we Irish Members protest from these 
benches, and denounce it as mean and 
dishonourable to the last degree. It 
was hoped that, in face of the exposure 
of the wholesale lying against these foes 
which was made here last week, the 
jingo papers would stop the campaign of 
calumny by which they forced on the 
war. Some of them have, but the lowest 
of them have not. On yesterday at 
noon, coming down to this House, I 
noticed that a paper called the Sun, 
owned, I believe, by a Member opposite, 
issued a placard in large type, with the 
words, “Boers firing on the British 
wounded.” At a quarter to four in 
this House on the same day the 
Under Secretary for War, who has said 
no word in this House of this kind, 
declared that the Boers would, in his 
judgment, treat the English wounded as 
humanely as the British would look after 
their disabled foes. Who was the liar in 
this instance ? And this is called 
journalism. It is not journalism. It 
represents the moral tone and spirit of 
the Stock Exchange offal of journalism, 
and is a filthy libel upon the repu- 
tation of a great profession; but it is 
papers of the stamp and character 
of this sheet which have poured 
out columns of falsehoods for months 
against the Boers and the Dutch race, 
and which have led, or rather misled, the 
public into this, the meanest war this 


country has ever waged against a civilised 


race. When will the feeling of shame 
prevail over the shamelessness of repeated 


‘falsehood? Listen to this— 


“ENGLISH LADIES IN A BoER CAMP.— 
_ Courteous reception.—Their husbands set free. 
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Kimberley, Oct. 21.—On Tuesday two ladies 
visited the Boer camp. They were courteously 
received, and their intercession on behalf of 
their husbands was favourably entertained. 
When the commandant returned to camp 
the men were released. They have now 
arrived here, and report that they were well 
treated. They also state that 600 bags of 
mealies which had been commandeered, were 
restored to their owners by the Boers.” 





‘These are the foes that are maligned and 
denounced for manufactured brutal quali- 
ties day by day by the jingo press. Yes, 
the cowardly lying is one of the ugliest | 
features of this war for which this Bill is | 
to provide the money out of the tax- 
payers’ pockets. These editors and stock- | 
brokers ought in penance to be compelled | 
to walk past the inquiry room at the War | 
Office every day to witness the scenes | 
which this policy is responsible for. This | 
is what they would witness, as described | 
by a correspondent in one of the London | 


papers— 


} 


| 


“As one stands by the door of the room, 
with its cold ofticial surroundings, and looks 
towards the corner where, upon an easel, are 
displayed the names of those who have given 
their lives for their country, there is an un- 
conquerable feeling that one is actually in the | 
a of the dead. The suggestion is | 
1eightened by the coming and the going of | 
the mourners. They pass in silently. Ladies 
in their furs, and their humbler sisters in 
sorrow from the striving quarters of the city, 
each is turning a meatal white face to the 
lists, and praying silently that nothing will be 
revealed. Side by side a daintily gloved hand 
and a grimy finger move slowly down the roll. 
The gloved hand stops midway in a list of 
killed, and the agonised eyes tell the remainder 
of the story of death.” 





This is one side of the picture. On! 
another page in the same paper this was | 
justified and described in the following | 
manner— 
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| “Yesterday’s Chartereds became a_ hot 
favourite, and were bid up to 33, with signs 
of old-fashioned buying in 5,000 and 10,000 
shares lines. With regard to them it is 
| plausibly argued that they will benefit 
| most from the results of the war, and will 
be soonest able to take ene of the 
change in the situation. It is still possible 
that the Boers may do a great deal of harm 
to mines on the Rand, but they cannot 
Tt hurt Rhodesia. After the fighting is 
over a few weeks will see railway communica- 
tion with Buluwayo restored and a new influx 
of immigrants into Rhodesia started.” 





And this is the war for the “ franchise,” 
the war against “Boer corruption,” the 
war for “ justice, liberty, and humanity.” 
It is not such a war, but a war for the 
meanest and most mercenary of ends and 
aims which ever prompted conquest or ag- 
gression, and it will rank in history as 
the greatest crime of the nineteenth 
century. The hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn poured the vials of his wrath 
upon our heads on Monday evening 
because we voiced a sympathy not 
with England, but with the Trans- 
vaal in this struggle; but how is 
national, or political, or human sympathy 
won or provoked in conflicts between 
nations ? Can it be said for an instant 
with truth that freedom, justice, or 
righteousness inspire your motives in 
waging this conflict? You say yes; but 
the whole world says no. Who is the 
enemy you are going forth to crush ? 
Not one who threatens to invade England, 
not a Power which menaces your liberties, 
not an equal or a match for your giant 
strength, but a foe of your own blood and 
faith, your equal in courage, your supe- 
rior in patriotism and in national virtue, 
and who has more claim upon your pro- 
tecting arm than upon your oppression 
and vengeance. Why, then, should we 
sympathise with your action? You 


“PATRIOTISM THAT Patp.—How the in- gladly took a king from the Dutch, and 


vestors backed the little British Army.—The | 
1895 boom in South African shares has come 
back after a holiday of four years, but its 
return is not welcomed most by those who 





| obtained thereby a revolution and con- 


stitutional government. Why do you 


now assassinate in the Transvaal the 


age the greatest regret at its departure. | liberty which the ancestors of the Boers 
1¢ reason of this is that it gave no indication | enabled your ancestors to win for you? 


of its approach, and sprung its arrival upon | 
an unprepared city. The Kaffir houses and 


We Irish owe nothing to the Dutch but 


the Stock Exchange professionals even throw | What the hon. Member for Belfast would 
doubt upon its genuineness, and pretend to | call the glorious battle of the Boyne. We 
think that it is only a little wolf masquerading | were on the wrong side then. 


in the lion’s skin. They know all the while 
that it is the real thing, but if they could get 
a few sellers to weaken the market for them, 
it would suit their books much better.” 


And then follows the announcement | 
that— 


Mr. Davitt. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 


S.): You are always on the wrong side. 


Mr. DAVITT: Possibly ; when force, 


| and not reason or justice, determined the 
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conclusion. We took the wrong side then, | 


anyhow, and deservedly got licked for 
showing too much loyalty to England’s 
legitimate king. Had the hon. Member 
for Belfast been present on that interest- 
ing occasion he would have been for the 
king, and I should probably have been 
among the revolutionists. We are on the 
right side now, at any rate, though it may 
also be the losing side ; but you stand to 
lose more by your victory if you gain 
than the Dutch race will have to pay for 
its defeat in this war. Tosay that because 
England goes towar Irishmen must back her 


or become traitors is a monstrous pro- | 


position. War, like any other transaction, 
must be judged on its merits, and support 
or opposition be determined by the rightor 
the wrong involved. I hold that Govern- 
ments have no divine commission to 
knock the word “not” out of every 
one of the Ten Commandments. “Thou 
shalt not commit murder,” ‘ thou shalt 
not steal,” is as obligatory upon Cabinets 
as upon citizens, and to ask Irish Mem- 
bers to approve of this war and its main 
purposes would be akin to asking them 
to sympathise with an act of burglary 
which would also lead to the wholesale 
killing of those who would resist the 
crime. The hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
in his virtuous wrath reminds me in this 
connection, but in this only, of a saying 
of the late Colonel Ingersoll, of America 
—-namely, “ When England is mentioned 
in connection with one of her wars against 
small nations, in which she declares she 
has only humanity in view, she reminds 
me of a burglar wearing a white tie on 
his way to the scene of his philanthropy.” 
Sir, in conclusion, let me say that we 
Irishmen are compelled to give our sym- 
pathies to the Boers because they are 
absolutely in the right in heroically de- 
fending with their lives the independence 
of their country. Such a defence has 
always commanded the admiration of un- 


biassed minds in every struggle for | 


liberty, for there is no nobler cause for 
which men can fight and die than the 
freedom of a nation. England in this 
contest is the enemy of liberty; the 
Transvaal Republic is its champion and 
defender ; and, win or lose, the world will 
applaud the Boers and their just cause. 
We on these benches know what our atti- 
tude on this war will mean, for the time 
being, to Home Rule. Very well, so be 
it. But let me say this for myself in 
answer to this contention—Had I been 
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offered not Home Rule only, but an Irish 
Republic by Her Majesty’s Government 
on yesterday week in return for one word 
or one vote in favour of this war to 
destroy the independence of the Republics. 
of the Transvaal, I would speak no such 
word nor record any such vote. Sir, I 
would not purchase liberty for Ireland at 
the base price of voting against liberty in 
South Africa. Ireland may never win 
her liberty, but still she may. Yet I pray 
she never will at the price of dis- 
honour; and to help you in this war 
against the Transvaal, to wish you success 
|in a fight with a brave foe a thousand 
/times your inferior in strength and 
| resources, but who fearlessly faces you on 
| your own battlefield in defence of their: 
| independence and their homes, would be 
an ivfamy and a disgrace which no Home 
'Rule, no freedom, depending on your 
promise or word, could ever obliterate or 
redeem. And now, Sir, one word more 
and I have done. _ This, I hope, will be: 
| the last time I shall address this House. 
| As a feeble but final protest against this 
infamous war, I shall ask the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to-morrow to relieve me 
of further attendance here. Let me say 
'inconclusion that I owe many personal 
| courtesies to Members on both sides of 
'the House, and that they have treated 
'me with invariable kindness, and have 
borne with a good deal of good-natured 
toleration and fairness, even during this 
_stormy session, the strong words which 
'we Irish Members have felt it our duty 
| to use against this war policy, and I shall 
carry that recollection with me. I make 
/no complaint of what has been said of 
/me personally inside or outside of this 
House. It is, of course, natural for: 
| Englishmen to feel sore at our attitude, 
| but for my part I do not unsay or take 
| back a single syllable I have uttered in 
Ireland or in this chamber in condemna- 
tion of this horrible business. When I go- 
I shall tell my boys, “I have been some 
five years in this House, and the conelu- 
sion with which I leave it is that no 
cause, however just, will find support, 
no wrong, however pressing or apparent, 
will find redress here, unless backed up by 
|force.” This is the message which I shall 
take back from this assembly to my sons. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness) : I understand 
| the hon.and gallant Member forSouth-East 
| Essex has stated that I was in the Boer 
_camp during the war of 1881. The hon. and 


| 
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gallant Member has been misinformed | in the hon. Member for Kirkcaldy Burghs 


as to the facts. 
few days betore Majuba, with my hon. 


friend the late Civil Lord of the Ad-.| 


miralty and the hon. Baronet the Member 
for Cockermouth and several other Mem- 
bers, I waited upon Lord Kimberley, then 
Colonial Secretary, for the purpose of 
ascertaining the conditions under which 
peace could be secured. A few days 
afterwards I took part in a public meet- 
ing at Sheffield. As to the Transvaal 
Committee, I never was the chairman of 
it. This is simply an example of the 


system of misrepresentation which now | 
' wilfully, 


prevails, and the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man is a victim to it. 


Masor RASCH: I have to express my 
obligation to the hon. Member for not 
threatening to assault me, as he did my 
hon. friend the Member for Truro, who 
disagreed with him in the Lobby the 
other night. All I have to say is that I 
made that statement on the best autho- 
rity, and that was the authority of the 
hon. Member himself. If the hon. Mem- 
ber denies the statement, I will, at the 
first opportunity, repeat it outside the 
House, and the hon. Member can take 
what action he likes. 


Dr. CLARK: When did I give the 
hon. Gentleman my authority for the 
statement 4 


Major RASCH: I cannot give the 
absolute date. It was about six years ago, 
between Dover and Calais on the steam- 
boat. 


*Mr. PAULTON (Durham, Bishop 
Auckland): Holding as I do very strong 
views that are not shared by many of 
those with whom I usually act, I do not 
wish to say anything which might tend 
to accentuate the differences which now 
exist. I have not hesitated for one 
moment in the course I have pursued, 
but at the same time it is a disagree- 


able thing to me to find myself in a| 


position of antagonism with my political 
friends, and I only wish now, when that 
antagonism has died down, to explain 
the position I take. It seems to be the 
fate of events in South Africa to raise 
passions and prejudices, and those passions 
and prejudices have been strengthened by 
divisions of opinion. In this case all 
difference of opinion has been accentuated 
hy an element of personality, which I, for 


one, deplore. We have had an illustration 


Dr. Clark. 


As a matter of fact, a | 


_ tioned—the Colonial Secretary. 





to-day—not that that speech can be re- 
garded as otherwise than comparatively 
moderate. The charges made against the 
Government have consisted to a very 


large extent of personal criticism and 


personal feeling, and observations of a 
character which I think we ought to 


‘deplore. The real charge against the 
‘Government in this matter is that, 


whether with a set purpose or by blunder- 
ing diplomacy, they have provoked this 
war. It is incredible that any reasonable 
man can really believe that the Govern- 
ment of this country would willingly, 
and wantonly plunge this 
country into a bloody war at an enormous 
cost of treasure and life. We are told 
that men like Lord Salisbury, with his 
weight of years and love of peace, the 
Duke of Devonshire, with his im- 
perturbable dislike of disturbance, and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, the 
First Lord of the Treasury, and others of 
the Cabinet have looked lightly on the 
prospect of this war. There is one 
member of the Cabinet I have not men- 
I have 
never paid the gentleman a compliment 
vet, and I should not pay him the absurd 
one to-day of saying that he has the 
skill and power to drag his colleagues 
into a war of which they disapprove. I 
regard this war not as one of aggression, 
but of defence in the double sense, against 
invasion of territory, and also in defence 
of our supremacy in South Africa. In 
supporting the policy of the Government 
in this matter I take my stand upon the 
ground of maintaining our supremacy. 
Those who deny that our supremacy is in 
danger do not realise the position in South 
Africa. No one who knows that country 


| can doubt the prevalence and growth of 


the feeling which has been described by 
Sir Alfred Milner. I see below me 
my right hon. friend the Member for 
Aberdeen, and I attach great import- 
ance to his views and observations on 
this subject. When I was in South 
Africa two years after his visit, and read 
his book in the light of what I myself 
could judge, I could not help feeling 
with regard to his remarks that the 
feeling of the Dutch towards ourselves 
had undergone a change. In_ the 
declaration of the State Secretary the 
claim of the Transvaal Government was 
based on inherent right, and not on the 
Conventions of 1881 and 1884, and I am 
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convinced that the views of Sir Alfred | 
Milner are far more in accordance with | 
the facts than those entertained by | 
persons in this country on the question | 
of supremacy; those who blame the | 
Gsovernment in this matter seem to me | 
to overlook entirely the other factor in 
the case, consisting in the character, the 
policy, and the intentions of the Transvaal 
Government. Sir, during the last two 
years there have been very large impor- 
tations of arms into the Transvaal. 
How in the world, for example, are the 
large importations of arms in the Trans- 
vaal to be explained, except on the theory 
that there might be use for those arms | 
against the Uitlander population? I, 
believe it could be proved, if necessary, 
that at the very least 75,000 rifles—I 
believe the number would be more 
accurately stated at 150,000—have been 
imported into the Transvaal. What could 
30,000 or 40,000 adult males, who would 
form the fighting population of the ae 
vaal, want “with all these weapons? To 
my mind it isa very significant factor in 
the case. In addition, there is the 
erection of the forts, and the fact—which, 
1 think, the Colonial Secretary called | 
attention so strongly to the other day— 
that a few weeks ago the Transvaal was 
the one military power in South Africa 
which, from that point of view, had abso- 
lute control of the situation. That, I say, 
is one of the many miserable results of 
the Raid. It furnished the Transvaal 
Government with an excuse—and I will 
not quarrel with anybody who says a 
legitimate excuse—for more strongly | 
pursuing the policy to which the Boers were 
devoted, but it does not in itself explain | 
that policy. To preserve intact the | 
vicious, and I venture to say, in spite of | 
contradiction, the corrupt system of | 
administration, the Transvaal Govern- | i 
ment has fostered amongst the burgher 
population the one fear of the loss of 
their independence which forms the Boer | 
political creed. I am not one of those who 
desire to attack the Boers as a people. 


| 
| 
| 
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Boers ; it is a sentiment that appeals to 
| every Englishman. But I also admire 
the desire of the Uitlander for justice 
and freedom. Sir, I cannot join with 
| those who hold that patriotism is a virtue 
in every country but England. Why 
should patriotism be a ‘virtue in a 
foreigner and a vice in an Englishman ? 
I am ready to grant, if you like, that the 
question is a far larger one than that of 
the grievances of the Uitlander ; but the 
importance of the question of the redress 
of the grievances felt, and justly felt, by 
the Uitlander lies in the fact that that 
question is the pivot around which turns 
the question of our supremacy in South 
Africa. It is the outward and visible 
sign of the contention of the two Govern- 
ments which shall be supreme. Now, 
Sir, it is on the treatment of Uitlanders 
that this question of supremacy is turn- 
ing, not only in the eyes of South Africa, 
but of all the colonies and of the world, 
and [ say that it is impossible for 
the Government to avoid taking up 
this question without being open to 
the charge of betraying the liberties and 


| just rights of their fellow countrymen, of 


ignoring their petitions, and of rejecting 
their cry for the redress of grievances. I 
do not for a moment believe that the 
Government have ever conceived the 
idea of subverting the independence of 


‘the Transvaal. You may search the 


despatches from beginning to end and 
you will not only not ‘find a word indicativ e 
of such a desire, but you will find the 
most definite pledges that one Govern- 
ment can give to another that the indepen- 


‘dence should be respected if only the 


Transvaal, by just and reasonable conces- 
sions, were willing to admit our claims 
for redress of grievances and, as I have 
said before, acknowledge our supremacy 
in South Africa. A great deal has been 
made of the admission made by the 
Colonial Secretary in the debate the 
other night. But does it not strike 
hon. Gentlemen who differ from the 
views I have taken, that if President 





I have never done so, and nobody who | Kruger had desired to effect a settle- 
has been amongst them in South Africa! ment he would not have been so blind 
will attempt for an instant todo so. But, | as not to look to the points of agreement ? 
Sir, there is a distinction between the | Is it not his unwillingness to look to 
Boer population and its Government. It. | points of agreement that is really re- 
is not the burgher, it is not the man | sponsible for the disastrousissue of the nego- 
depicted by Mr. Selous, who governs the | tiations ? The hon. Member for Kirkealdy 
Transvaal; it is President Kruger ana | also referred to Mr. Hofmeyr, and ex- 
the Hollander gang with whom he has pressed regret that his services were not 
been associated. 1 admire the love of | called in. “But, if I am rightly ere 
ndependence which characterises the‘ Mr. Hofmeyr’s services were called i 
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and called in by President Kruger ; and | 
I venture to say without contradiction | 
that had President Kruger accepted the | 
advice given him by Mr. Hofmeyr—whao, | 
I believe, was sincerely desirous of | 
promoting peace—had he followed. 
that advice by passing the Franchise 

Bill as drafted by Mr. Hofmeyr, then | 
the issue of the negotiations would , 
have been very different. But not 
only has President Kruger been un- 
willing to grant any real concessions, 
but I sadly fear, as has been demonstrated | 
beyond a shadow of doubt, that he had at | 
his back an evil influence in the person of 

President Steyn. That is to my mind 

one of the most extraordinary and in- 

comprehensible features of the situation, 

and I do notthink anybody can doubt that 

that influence has been more in favour of 

war than of peace. NowIdo not wish to 

delay the House, but before I sit down I | 
should like to say one word with regard 

to the charges which have been made by | 
thehon. Member for East Mayo concerning, 
not the treatment of the native races, but 
the danger of their participation in the 
controversy. I am very glad that the 
timely publication of certain despatches 
to-day upon the attitude of the Basutos 
has rendered it quite unnecessary for me 
to make any detailed reference to the 
matter, because Sir Godfrey Lagden has | 
shown most clearly not only that he has 

done everything in his power to keep the 

Basuto chiefs quiet and to prevent their 
participation in the war, but that what- 

ever danger of unrest has existed or | 
does exist is due absolutely and entirely | 
to the incitement on the part of the 

Boers to stir up the Basutos and shake | 
their allegiance. [“Oh!”] If I am con- 
tradicted I must read the concluding | 
words of that despatch, because Sir | 
Godfrey Lagden is a man whose judg- 
ment cannot be impugned, and whose 
knowledge of the country is not exceeded | 
by that of anyone who can be mentioned. | 
What he says is this— 


“What I wish to place on record now is that | 
the Boers have unwisely attempted to shake 
the allegiance of the Basutos to Her Majesty’s 
Government, and to frustrate our efforts to 
control and guide the natives on the above 
lines. The Boersare, therefore, responsible for 
any commotion and for the alarm as to native 
invasions which now prevails.” 





That appears to me absolutely to dispose 
of the charges that have been brought! 


Mr. Paulton. 
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against the Uitlanders. But, Sir, there 
is another point. Does it not show to 
demonstration amazing ignorance and 
misconception of the elementary principles 
of British government when an_ hon. 
Member can stand up in this House and 
charge British officials with being willing 
to encourage a war between black and 
white races ? 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I rise to order. The hon. Member 
for East Mayo made no charge whatever. 
[ Ministerial cries of “‘ He did.”] He asked 
a question. 


Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a question 
of order. It is not a question of order if 
an hon. Member states the effect of a 
speech in a sense different from what 
another Member infers from it. 


*Mr. PAULTON: If I used too strong 
a word in saying that the hon. Member 
for East Mayo charged the Government 
with any act of this kind I withdraw it, 
but certainly the impression caused by the 
remark of the hon. Member was that he 
charged our Government with inciting 
the blacks against the whites. Such a 
charge shows absolute ignorance of 
our South African policy. In con- 
clusion I would’ only say that 
whilst I sympathise little, if at all, 
with the attitude of hon. Members 
from Ireland in this matter, I can under- 
stand their position. I think it is a 
logical one, I think it is a consistent one. 
But whether their championship of the 
Boer cause by incitements to gallant Irish 
soldiers to shoot down their own officers 
will bring sympathy to the cause is a 
matter for themselves to judge. I cannot, 
however, understand the position of some 
of my hon. friends, who, by their votes 
and speeches, have declared that they 
believed the Government had deliberately 
and wantonly prevoked this war. [Op- 
position cheers.} That sentiment is 
cheered. I say that anyone who holds 
those views ought to be conducting a 
crusade against the war, and opposing— 
as the Irish Members with perfect consis- 
tency are doing—the granting of one 
penny of public money to carry on the 
war. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
My hon. friend the Member for Bishop 
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Auckland, who last addressed the House, 
seemed to be under the impression that 
we object to his fairly stating his opinions. 
The hon. Gentleman was one of the 
gallant band of fifteen Liberals who voted 
with the Government against the motion 
of my hon. friend the Member for 
Burnley, and I honour him more than 


the other fourteen for having had the | 


courage to explain in this House why he 
did so. There was a very important 
gentleman among that fifteen ; I allude to 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Wolverhampton. He is in the official 
councils of the Liberal party, but he 
separated himself from the large majority 
§ Liberals on that occasion, and voted 
with the Government. I cannot suppose 
for a moment that the right hon. Gentle- 
man will leave his defence, however ably 
urged, to the hon. Member for Bishop 
Auckland, and no doubt he himseif, be- 
fore this debate is over, will explain whv 
he voted against his party on this occa- 
sion. The hon, Gentleman the Member 
for Bishop Auckland said he had been 
in South Africa, and he seemed to be 
under the impression that owing to his 
visit he had a 
speaking with knowledge as to what 
occurred in that part of the world than 
anyone else in the House. 
to ask my hon. friend how long was he in 
South Africa, and under what cireum- 


stances was he in South Africa. So far 
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I possess may be better than no ac- 
quaintance at all—as in the case of my 
hon. friend. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I have not been 
to South Africa, but I know a great deal 
about countries where I have never been. 
That, however, is not my contention. My 


contention is that from the hospitality 


better opportunity of | 


I should like } 


| have them. 


the hon. Member received, and from the 
fact that he was thrown among persons 
of one way of thinking only, he could not 
have formed an independent judgment 
however much he might have wished it. 
My hon. friend told us he very 
much influenced by the fact that the 
Boer Government had accumulated 
170,000 rifles, whereas by the highest 
estimate there were only 44,000 burghers 
to whom they could be given. Is my 
hon. friend really under the impression 
that the number of rifles now stocked by 
Her Majesty’s Government is limited to 
the men under arms! Invariably a 
Government, unless it is very foolish, 
has a far greater number of arms than 
of men to bear them. 


vas 


AN Hon. MempBer: Not three to 


one. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: 


Another 


Yes, I hope we 
ground why my 


| hon. friend was impressed was that the 


as I understand-—-I merely gather my 
information from the pubhe press— | 
he was in South Africa as the guest 


of Mr. Rhodes and the 
Company, on the 
ing of the railway to Bulawayo. Under 
these circumstances my hon. friend would 
naturally only come into contact with 
persons of only one way of thinking, and 
he is therefore quite unfitted to form an 
independent opinion, because the gentle- 
men who were entertaining him would 


Chartered | 
occasion of the open- | 


explain to him their views and would | 


exercise an influence over his mind. 
would imagine that they were the views 
of everyone else, whereas they were only 
the views of a particular party which has 
always advocated a forward and aggressive 
policy in South Africa. 


He | 


| Boers had built forts at Johannesburg. I 


would tel! my hon. friend why they raised 
these forts. They raised them on account 
of the Raid. Therefore I think I have 
satisfactorily disposed of the two main 
reasons urged by my hon. friend. No 
doubt we shall hear from the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Wolverhamp- 
ton a still more able defence of this gal- 
lant band of fifteen than we have heard 
from my hon. friend. I am sure the right 
hon. Gentleman will explain how it was 
that he voted with fourteen other Liberals 
in favour of the Government. I have an 
especial interest in looking to the posi- 


| tion of the Liberal party in regard to this 


*Mr. PAULTON : Ido not think I laid | 


any claim to special knowledge on 


African matters from the fact that I had 


been in the country. What I did suggest 
was that the slight acquaintance which 


VOL. LXXVII. [Fourtu Series. | 


The party by the votes of the vast 
given in favour 


Fe) 


war. 
majority of its members 


| of the Amendment of my hon. friend the 


Burnley has declared that in 
its opinion the war is unjust and im- 
politic, that everything could have been 
obtained by peaceful means, and that it is 
due to the aggressive diplomacy of the 


2A 


Member for 
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Colonial Secretary that we have a warlike 


instead of a peaceful solution of this | 


unfortunate dispute. I cannot understand | 
how hon. Gentlemen on the other side of | 
the House reading carefully through the | 
despatches which have been published 
have not come to the same opinion. If 
any confirmation were required we have 
it in the defence of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and in the speech of the | 
hon. and learned Member for Plymouth, | 


who declared that the Amendment of my | 


hon. friend had been proved up to the 


hilt. We know perfectly well that the | 
right hon. Gentleman is one of the ablest | 


speakers in this House, and it was not the 


fault of his intelligence that his speech | 


proved up to the hilt that we are right, 
but because of the badness of his case. 
We may well see that, when the right hon. 
Gentleman was obliged to say that the 
despatch of August 28th was to be re- 
garded practically as an acceptance of the 
terms previously put forward by the 
Transvaal. But the hon. and learned 
Member for Plymouth proved out of the 
words of the Colonial Secretary himself 
that it had not been regarded as an ac- 
ceptance. I defy anyone to say in this 
House that when he read the despatch he 
honestly and fairly regarded it as an 
acceptance, or even as a qualified accept- 
ance, of the proposals made by the 
Transvaal Government. I have only to 
refer to the speech of the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman who moved the Address in 
reply to the Queen’s Speech. He said that 
the proposed terms contained conditions 
which no Government could possibly have 
accepted. How then can the Colonial 
Secretary tell us that the Boers themselves 
were to suppose that his despatch was an 
acceptance of their terms? Then the 
Duke of Devonshire told us that the 
despatch of the Colonial Secretary was so 
fair that he was perfectly certain that if 
the Transvaal Government only knew 
what it contained they would be ready to 
accept it. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Oh, no! The Duke of Devonshire said 
that under any other 
should most earnestly hope that it would 
have been accepted. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: What did the 
Duke of Devonshire mean by that? 
That, had the Colonial Secretary not 
been Colonial Secretary, and had the 


ir. Labouchere. 
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| terms of the despatch not been so hostile 
and aggressive, things would have been 
different. They were really under the 
| impression that, even if those terms were 
| granted, more would have been de- 
manded. I was struck by the reply of 
the Colonial Secretary to the question 
|put by the Member for Plymouth— 
| why, if the terms were of such a 
character, did the Colonial Secretary not 
state them when asked so to do by 
President Steyn? The only reply of 
/the right hon. Gentleman was that he 
had not stated them—which we perfectly 
well knew—and that he did not intend 
ever to state them, even to Parliament. 
That was no reply at all, and it is a 
-matter of very considerable surprise, if 
'the object was peace, that those terms 
were not stated at that time to the 
30ers. There was one point in the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
which was most unfair. The Boers had 
submitted their proposals with certain 
| conditions; the right hon. Gentleman 
said that one of those conditions was 
that we should under no circumstances 
be permitted to interfere in the future 
in behalf of our own subjects. I deny 
that the Boers ever said anything of the 
kind. On the contrary, according to the 
Blue Book, Mr. Reitz wrote a special 
despatch to say it was distinctly to be 
understood that all that was asked for was 
that there should not be interference based 
on the suzerainty, but he recognised fully 
that we had a right to interfere if either 
of the Conventions were violated, or 
our subjects maltreated. When we 
_are at war, whether rightly or not, it is 
most desirable that the Colonial Secretary 
should not special-plead in this manner 
in order to create a false impression in 
the country. The right hon. Gentleman 
possibly forgot what that despatch was, 
but he undoubtedly did create an entirely 
false impression of the action of the 
Boers in this matter. But there really is 
no use in discussing the diplomacy of the 
right hon. Gentleman, because it is now 
admitted that the franchise was only a 
pretext for the war, and not its real cause. 
The right hon. Gentleman has told us he 
| had come to the conclusion that there was 
/a great conspiracy simmering in South 
Africa against the supremacy of the 
British Empire—a conspiracy in which 
I understood him to include not only the 
Transvaalers and the Orange Free Staters, 
Lut the majority of the Dutch population 
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in our own colonies. [AN HON. MEMBER: 
No.] The Colonial Secretary can defend 
himself, but if the hon. Member who says 


“no” would stand up and say that the | 


conspiracy was limited to the Transvaal 
and the Orange Free State, I should be 
very much surprised. If this conspiracy 
existed, that in itself was a justification 
of and a cause for war, and the fran- 
chise, therefore, a mere pretext. But 


Lord Salisbury went further than that, | 


and told us that the object of the war 
was definitely and for ever to show the 
supremacy of England over the white 
races. That was an honest statement, 
hut if that is really the object and aim of 
the war, and if it is really believed to be 
necessary, to assert that supremacy, it 
can hardly be said that the war is due to 
any refusal on the part of the Transvaal 
to agree to this or that proposal. When 
Lord Salisbury speaks of the supremacy of 
England over white races, I understand he 
rather means the supremacy of the Anglo- 
Saxon race over the Dutch population 
in South Africa. If that is the aim and 
object of the war it is a complete justifi- 
cation of our protest. Equality of races 
is one thing, but to claim supremacy over 
a race who are in a majority in South 
Africa, over men as loyal and as united 
to the Empire as they are, and simply 
because they are born of Dutch instead 
of Anglo-Saxon parents, is quite another 
thing. The aim of the whole of the 
negotiations and actions of the Colonial 
Secretary was to oblige the Boers to sur- 
render what they deemed, rightly or 
wrongly, to be their independenee, and 
to alter to our advantage the relations 
which existed by convention with the 
Boers. The right hon. Gentleman was 
especially indignant with the hon. Member 
for Burnley because that gentleman 
claimed that the Colonial Secretary 
played not for peace but for war. 
The right hon. Gentleman denied 
the charge, and seemed to regard 
it as a species of se majesté if, 
after this denial, anybody ventured still to 
think it. You cannot look into a man’s 
mind ; what a man thinks must be judged 
from his actions. Judged by that standard, 
there can be no doubt that if peace was 
the aim of the Colonial Secretary there 
was the grossest bungling on his part. If 
there was not that bungling, then his 
aim was to bring about war. He may 


have thought it desirable and proper in 
the interests of the country to bring 
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about such a state of things as would lead 


| to war or to an absolute surrender on the 
_ part of the Boers. 


If there was this con- 
spiracy or this intention on our part to 
assert our supremacy, it would have been 
more fair, both to this country and to the 


_ Transvaal, frankly to have asserted it from 


the commencement, instead of putting 
forward first one proposition and then 
another, and finally, when the Transvaal 
practically accepted one or other of the 
propositions, finding some pretext to say, 
“No, we will not accept your concession,” 
or “ We will use it to gain some further 
concession.” Whatever the motive of the 
right hon. Gentleman may have been, 
there is no doubt we are now landed in a 


| war which, as the Colonial Secretary 


himself has told us, is a civil war, a bloody 
war, a costly war, and one which will leave 
embers of strife for generations to come. 
If it be statesmanship to engage in such 
a war, I humbly trust that Heaven will 
preserve us in future from the destinies 
of the country being in the hands of any 
such statesman. I did not vote against 
Supply ; I did second a motion in favour 
of arbitration. I have never understood 
why there should not have been arbitra- 
tion. President Kruger asked for it, and 
we refused, although we had just come 
from the Hague Conference, where we 
had recognised the desirability of settling 
international disputes by arbitration. [ 
have never understood why, because hos- 
tilities have already commenced, we 
should not have recourse to arbitration in 
order to bring them toan end. When 
there is a trade dispute we do not 
say because war is going on between 
capitalists and workmen there ought to 
be no arbitration. We say, “Look at the 
misery already caused ; we urge you now, 
although it is late in the day, to agree 
to arbitration.” But there is undoubtedly 
a hostile force in British territory, and 
under the circumstances, while protesting 
against the war, I did not feel justified in 
voting against the supplies asked for by 
the Government. With regard to the 
debate upon the matter there was this 
remarkable fact. Parliament was sum- 
moned to hear, and presumably to discuss, 
a demand for £10,000,000. That dis- 
cussion was burked; it was stopped by 
the closure. That is hardly the way to 
obtain the opinion of the House, or 
to allow that opinion to be frankly 
stated. I say that this war 
undoubtedly due to the tortuous policy 
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of a British Minister, and that it will be 
one of the most disgraceful episodes in 
our history. I say a British Minister 
because I mean it. Does anyone on that 
side of the House believe that if their 
own Prime Minister, the leader of their 
party, Lord Salisbury, had had_ these 
negotiations in hand, war would have 
taken place? I think not. They will 
be convinced that, one way or another, a 
peaceful solution would have been arrived 
at. The colleagues of the right hon. 
Gentleman are to blame in that they 
allowed themselves to be bustled and 
fooled by the Colonial Secretary. Little 
by little he dragged them from point to 
point until they arrived at a_ position 
from which they could not recede with- 
out, as they thought, loss of honour. They 
did not closely follow during last session 
what was going on. On the last day of 
the session, in the absence of the Leader 
of the House and of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, the right hon. Gentleman 
seized the opportunity when he could not 
be answered to make a most belligerent 
speech, The right hon. Gentleman had 
previously stated his position. It will be 
remembered that in the discussion on the 
Colonial Estimates he came forward with 
a proposal for a compromise. It was 
evident to everybody in the House that 
that compromise was not particularly of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s making 
because he read it, but it was the out- 
come of the deliberations of the Cabinet. 
Very, very different was the tone of 
the right hon. Gentleman in the 
speech he made on the last day of the 
session, and no sooner was the session 
over than he progressed along the war- 
path by leaps and bounds. Among 
other things, when the Transvaal Govern- 
ment absolutely agreed to a compromise, 
every word of which had been read by 
the right hon. Gentleman in this House, 
and which it was hoped would bring this 
unhappy dispute to an end, the Colonial 
Secretary specifically refused that offer of 
the Transvaal Government. 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Bodmin say that if Parliament had 


been sitting there would have been no | 


war; and I go so far as to say that if 
Ministers had not been reposing in the 
country—although I am not complaining 
of that, because they were entitled to that 
repose—but if they had been in London to 
discuss everything which took place from 
day to day in the course of the negotia- 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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tions there would have been no war. If the 
House had been in session the right hon. 
/Gentleman would have been questioned 
with regard to his despatch ; he would 
have been asked whether it was to be 
regarded as an acceptance, and if he had 
stated that it was so to be regarded the 
Transvaal Government would have seen 
that the door was still open for further 
negotiation, and not, as they thought, and 
legitimately thought, slammed in their face. 
I think the worst act of this diplomacy 
was to create a situation which left the 
Boers awaiting a crushing force, and 
which told them that unless when that 
force came up they surrendered at dis- 
cretion they would be annihilated. To my 
mind the object of that was to throw 
upon them the odium of striking the first 
blow. We know that a certain amount of 
odium is created against those who strike 
the first blow, though later on history 
will record the true facts. The right 
hon. Gentleman seems to have adopte:| 
the trick from Prince Bismarck, who con 
trived to throw that odium on the French. 
and who, after the war was over, boasted 
that he had done so. Ido not think 
such a policy is looked upon by any Mem 
ber of this House as a creditable on 
Any war is sad, even when it is nece- 
sary ; but what can be more sad than 
civil war which is not necessary, and 
which is forced on poor people such 
these who are fighting for their indepen 
dence? This is not a great war; it pa 
takes more of the nature of a raid «i 
punitive expedition. We are fighting 
against a Republic who have only 40,000 
armed burghers able to defend their inde 
pendence. We call ourselves a Christian 
nation, and preach Christianity ; but will 
not the blacks, when they see the tw 
white races at war, find it somewhat diffi- 
cult to reconcile that war with the religion 
of peace which we preach? I recog- 
nise the bravery of our soldiers, but that 
very bravery, and the losses they must 
inevitably suffer, make it a grief to nv 
that they should be fighting in what | 
believe to be an unjust and unnecessary 
war. Though our troops may show that 
bravery which they always have shown, 
yet there is no national honour to obtain. 
and no advantage to the Empire. The 
Colonial Secretary has himself told us 
that a war such as this must create 
a race feeling in South Africa which 
will endure for generations. The ma 
jority of the whites in Cape Colony, 
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as represented by the legislature and 
the ministers, have protested against 
this war; that colony is the premier 
colony, and if we were in any doubt as 
to the course we ought to take, the views 
of the colonists at the Cape ought to 
weigh with us. The war is very popular 
at this moment ; but I have great faith in 
the good sense of my countrymen—they 
may be fooled for a short time, but not for 
long, and I think in the end the Colonial 
Secretary will find the war has not 
brought him that popularity he expected, 
when the evil of the war is brought home 
to the people, and the immense inequality 
between the two countries is realised. At 
present it is popular, and the poets of 
war—Mr. Swinburne, for instance—write 
poems upon it, and war songs are sung in 
the music-halls of London. But I do not 
think that represents public opinion ; and 
when all the cireumstances are 1ealised 
the public opinion of this country will say 
the war ought never to have taken place. 
This war has been brought about by the 
capitalists of South Africa and Mr. 
Rhodes—whom a committee of tnis House 
has branded as a dishonourable man—and 
for the good pleasure of the Colonial Secre- 
tary. Lrecognise that a nuinber of Liberals 
voted for the Amendment of my hon. 
friend, and in that minority were found all 
the Liberals who directly represent labour 
in this House. I wonder the war is not 
more popular at the present moment, in 
view of the lies that have been published 
hy the Yellow press. I do not know how 
long the war will last, but I trust it will 
he only a short time; but before I sit 
down I wish to say that I hope the Govern- 
ment will give a pledge that on the ter- 
mination of the war the settlement of the 
relations between the different parts of 
South Africa and the Empire will be 
reserved to Parliament. I have taken 
the liberty to say a few words at this late 
hour because I do from my heart object 
to this war, and because I believe it could 
have been avoided. I am glad to see from 
the division which took place a few days 
ago that the Liberal party have freed 
themselves of all responsibility for the 
war. Hon. Gentlemen opposite must bear 
that responsibility. They fully accept it, 
and they understand now at least what 
is the position of the Liberal party. 
We were told before the — session 
commenced by the Jingo press of London 
that it would be hardly decent on our 


part even to discuss the steps that led up_ 
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We are not going to be led 
by the Jingo press of this country. We 
represent constituencies in all parts of the 
country, and I am convinced that every- 
body who voted on our side voted in 
strict accordance with the wishes of his 
constituents. 


*Mr SYDNEY GEDGE (Walsall): I 
have listened with great attention to the 
larger part of the hon. Member’s speech. 
I think, however, we have heard all of it 
before, or very nearly all of it. It re- 
minded me of what we used to call in our 
school days “resurrection pie,” when 
everything that had been eaten during the 
week was put in a pie for Sunday night’s 
supper. The hon. Member draws on his 
imagination for his facts, and seems to 
think that weakness of argument is made 
up for by violence of invective. The only 
thing new was that the House of Com- 
mons ought to make the treaty with 
the Boers, and its own relations with 
the Orange Free State, when we have 
finished the war, instead of this being 
done by Her Majesty, acting on the advice 
of her Cabinet, the members of which 
have been elected by the constituencies 
for, amongst others, the express purpose 
of doing such things as carrying on wars 
and making treaties with foreign Powers. 
It will, of course, rest with the 
House of Commons to express their 
approval or disapproval of what the 
Government have done, but I hope the 
time will never come when the Queen, 
through her Ministers, will be deprived 
of the prerogative to settle matters of 
this description, which could certainly 
never be settled in a popular assembly. 
In speaking of this war I would ven 
ture to point out to the House what 
seems to have been forgotten, or to have 


not been sufficiently brought before 
the mind of the House, viz., that it 


is not one war but two that we are 
carrying on. We are engaged in wars 
with two nations independent of each 
other, and when the Government is 
charged with making war on these nations 
we ought first, perhaps, to consider the 
way in which the wars began. Let us 
take the Orange Free State first. When did 
we quarrel with the Orange Free State ? 
What demand did the Orange Free State 
make upon us of any kind whatever ? 
There were no diplomatic negotiations 
between the Imperial Government and 
the Free State Republic, except with re- 
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gard to one thing, and that was in respect 
of the demand we had made on the 
Transvaal Republic. And what do I find 
with regard to that? As late as the 
29th of September last Sir Alfred Milner 
was informing the President of the 
Orange Free State that he hoped to com- 
municate very shortly to the South 
African Republic the demands which 
Her Majesty’s Government had to make 


for a settlement of the question. Presi- | 


dent Steyn offered his friendly interven- 
tion, and, writing on the 2nd of October, 


said he hoped he should be told what the | 


demands were. As late as the 4th of 
October he was told by Sir Alfred Milner 
that while he intended shortly on behalf 
of the Government to put forward new 
proposals, the Government were quite 
prepared to listen attentively to any 
suggestions that President Steyn could 
make. One would have expected if 
President Steyn was friendly either to 
this Government or the Transvaal that he 
would forthwith have made these friendly 
suggestions. What is the next thing we 
hear from him? That his army has 


invaded Her Majesty’s territory without | 


any declaration of war. I maintain that 
it was an uncivilised and barbarous act, 
such as is scarcely known in the 
history of civilised nations, that a 
friendly State, in friendly communica- 
tion with another Power, should, with- 
out any warning whatever, send 
troops to attack an innocent country with 
which up to that moment it had had no 
diplomatic quarrel, and I do hope that 
one result will be that when at the end 
ot the war we have given the Orange 
Free State that chastisement she so richly 
deserves, we shall take care that she 
bears a very considerable proportion of 
the expense of the war which we have 
not made against her, but she against 
us. When we turn to the Transvaal, 
the case is rather different. To suit 
their purposes at one moment some hon. 
Gentlemen opposite spoke of the war 
as a civil war, and at another moment as 
a war with an independent sovereign 
State. If it is a civil war, then those 
with whom the war is made must be 
subjects of Her Majesty, and under her 
dominion. For my part I will accept the 
theory of the civil war, because I maintain 
that the inhabitants of the South African 
tepublic are subject most distinctly 
to the suzerainty of the Queen. 
The hon. and learned Member for 


Mr. Sydney Gedge. 
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|Plymouth stated that no _ British 
|Minister could, after 1884, honestly 
| declare that Her Majesty was suzerain in 
‘the Transvaal, and he based that state- 
| ment on one or two things which he called 
'facts. Now, if he looks back to the 
history of the time, he will find that in 
1883 President Kruger and two other 
gentlemen of the Transvaal came here for 
the express purpose of getting rid entirely 
of the suzerainty, and of making a treaty 
with this country as one independent State 
does with another. Lord Derby dis- 
tinctly refused both these propositions. 
He declined to listen to anything that 
would get rid of the suzerainty, and he 
declared also that he would not have a 
‘treaty between two sovereign indepen- 
dent States. The hon. and learned Mem- 
ber for Plymouth told us that the Pre- 
toria Convention of 1881 contained a 
recital of certain facts. I do not think 
the hon. and learned Member for Ply- 
mouth could have read it, because it does 
not recite anything at all. It starts 
with the preamble, but that, though so 
called, is really the operative part of the 
document. This is the preamble— 


| 


“Her Majesty's Commissioners for the 
settlement of the Transvaal territory, duly 
appointed as such by a Commission passed 
under the Royal Sign Manual and Signet, 
bearing date the 5th of April, 1881, do hereby 
undertake and guarantee, on behalf of Her 
Majesty, that, from and after the 8th of 
August, 1881, complete — self-government. 
subject to the suzerainty of Her Majesty, 
will be accorded to the inhabitants of the 
Transvaal territory, upon the following terms 


| and conditions and subject to the following 


reservations and limitations.” 


That is a grant from the Queen to her 
own subjects, the inhabitants of that 
country of self-government, subject to her 
suzerainty, on certain conditions which 
were then set forth in Articles 1, 2, 5, 4, 
5, &e.; and there is no other grant of 
self-government in existence at the pre- 
sent time except the one grant contained 
in this clause. Now, what happened in 
the London Convention of 18844 These 
three leaders had come to us with a 
determination to get rid of the suzerainty 
if they could. The London Convention 
does contain a long recital— 


“ Whereas the Government of the Transvaal 
State, through its delegates, have represented 
that the Convention signed at Pretoria 
on the 3rd of August, 1881, and ratified 
by the Volksraad of the said State on 
the 25th October, 1881, contains certain provi- 
sions which are inecnvenient, and imposes 
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burdens and obligations from which the said 
State is desirous to be relieved, and whereas 
Her Majesty the Queen has been pleased to 
take the said representations into considera- 
tion, now, therefore, Her Majesty has been 
pleased to direct, and it is hereby declared, 
that the following articles of a new Conven- 
tion shall . . be substituted 
for the articles embodied in the Convention of 
the 3rd of August, 1881.” 


The Pretoria Convention gave auto- 
nomy, subject to the suzerainty, on the 
conditions contained in Articles 1, 2, 3 
etc. The London Convention does not 


{25 Octo! 


repeat the grant of the suzerainty ; that | 


was very properly struck out by Lord 
Derby as being no longer necessary. It 
assumes the existence of self-government 
subject to the suzerainty, but changes the 
conditions or articles to which it is subject. 
This is no treaty between two indepen- 
dent Powers; it is a concession on the 


part of the suzerain in right of her | 


suzerainty (which is not touched by it) 
and agrees that the self-government sub- 
ject to the suzerainty shall be upon differ- 
ent conditions from what had hitherto 
been imposed. The very form of the 
document shows that the suzerainty exists, 
and so do its contents. I will take one 
instance only. An article in the first 
convention defined the limits of the 
Transvaal. Tht second convention does 
the same, giving different limits ; but all 
the surrounding country did not belong 
to England ; part of it was native land. 
Except as suzerain the Queen could not 
alter the boundaries of that land. No in- 
dependent State would allow its bound- 
aries to be prescribed by another State ? 
But the hon. and learned Gentleman 
argued that because Lord Kimberley (who 
was Leader of the Government in the 
House of Lords in 1884) when challenged 
for allowing this second convention to be 
subject to ratification by the Volksraad 


to which the hon. Gentleman alleged the | 


first convention had not been subject, 
replied that the Volksraad was the 
sovereign Power in the Transvaal, and 
therefore it was right that the convention 
should be submitted to it for ratification ; 
therefore, Lord Kimberley had declared the 
South African Republic to be a sovereign 
State. But I must point out that the 
hon. Member was mistaken in his facts, 
for the first convention is distinctly made 


subject to ratification by the Volksraad | 


Within three months. At that time 
undoubtedly the suzerainty existed, and 
therefore ratification by the Volksraad 
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was then consistent with the suzerainty 
| If so, how can there be any inconsistency 
in 1884 between a similar ratification and 
| the existence of the suzerainty ? But, 
| again, there is surely a wide difference 
| between saying that some bouy is the 
| sovereign body within a State, and saying 


| that the State is a sovereign State. In 
|every one of the United States of 


| America a Governor and two Houses of 
Legislature are the sovereign power in 
that State, but not one of them is a 
| sovereign State ; or, to come nearer home, 
in the Isle of Man, the Tynwald—that is 
the Governor, Council, and House of 
Keys—constitute the sovereign power in 
| the island, but will anyone pretend that 
the Isle of Man is a sovereign State ? 
| Indeed, it might be said that in a club 
the committee is the sovereign or supreme 
power—does that make the club a 
sovereign State? I «do not believe that 
the hon. and learned Gentleman’s argu- 
ment would impose even upon a common 
jury, and am amazed that he should have 
thought it worthy to be submitted to this 
House. The Convention gives self-govern- 
ment to the inhabitants of the Transvaal. It 
does not simply give it to those few who 
happened to be there at the time it was 
conceded, but to all the inhabitants. For 
the first few thousands who got posses- 
sion of a country, two-thirds the size of 
France, to exclude from all civil and 
political rights all those who came after 
seems to me to be a distinct violation of 
the terms on which alone they have that 
autonomy, and to perfectly justify us 
as the nation from which most of those 
new inhabitants come in saying that 
there shall be equal civil and commer- 
cial rights. I am not going into the long 
story of how the period with which 
the franchise could be obtained was 
raised. I only wish to point out 
that the Boers have violated almost every- 
thing that we desired of them when the 
Conventions were made, and we, not only 
as the paramount Power answerable for 
the peace of South Africa, but as the 
suzerain Power, having the right to inter- 
| fere, are amply justified in what we are 
doing. To go further, it must be remem- 
| bered that the Orange Free State have 
made war upon us, not we upon them, and 
the Transvaal have done the same. Why ? 
Negotiations had been going on for 


months in the hope of inducing Mr. 
Kruger to concede to our fellow-country- 
men in the Transvaal those equal civic 
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and commercial rights which are enjoyed 


throughout our colonies in South Africa | 


by Dutch and English alike. On 
September 22, the Colonial Secretary 
wrote that it was useless to continue the 


negotiations on their then footing, and 


that the time had come when our 
Government must formulate 
proposals for acceptance or rejection by 
the Transvaal. Within the next fort- 
night two or three times Mr. Kruger was 
assured by Sir Alfred Milner that these 
proposals were being drawn up, and he 
would deliver them shortly. If they had 
been hurriedly delivered the Government 
would have been attacked for having so 
hastily presented an ultimatum bringing 
war upon us. Yet now the delay in 
delivering them is made the subject of 
hitter complaint. | But meanwhile Mr. 
Kruger was assured by the Duke of 
Devonshire’s speech that the proposals 
would he of a moderate nature, and if he 
had really desired peace he would have 
vaited and even prolonged the time in the 
hope that when the proposals were made 
to him he might either be able to assent 
or might perhaps get them modified. But 
this man, who is represented to us as 
being so eager for peace, would not wait 
uw few days for our proposals, and sud- 
denly, on October 9, launched against this 
country his insolent manifesto. The 
Government is blamed for going to war. 
What would those who blame it have 
done? Mr. Kruger’s demand would have 
heen grossly impertinent if addressed by 
a State the size of England to one the 
size of the Transvaal. What should the 
Government have done Should they 
have complied with it; ought they 
to have withdrawn their troops from 
the borders of the Transvaal and the 
Orange Free State—troops placed there 
to defend our own countrymen? Ought 
we to have promised to withdraw from 
South Africa all our troops who had 
arrived there after the Ist of June? 
Ought we to have sent back to England 
without permitting them to land at the 


Cape all the troops who were then at sea? , 


Will any hon. Member venture to say 
that the Government ought to have done 
these things? But without even waiting 
for the reply President Kruger invaded 
Her Majesty’s dominions, and this wanton 
act was perpetrated against the suzerain, 
in defiance of both conventions. Auto- 
nomy and the suzerainty were created 


by the same clause in the first conven- | 


Mr. Sydney Gedye. 
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different | 
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tion. That clause is indivisible. If the 
suzerainty is gone the autonomy is gone. 
The Boers revert to their old position of 
subjects, and this invasion is not a revolt 
but a rebellion. Whichever it be, will 
any hon. Member dare to say that this 
invasion ought not to be resisted? Yet 
this is the making war for which the 
Government is censured. By their action 
the Government have secured the 
approval of all our colonies and depend- 
encies. But if the Government of this 
great Empire thus challenged had acted 
in the same way some hon. Members seem 
to desire, they would have exposed them- 
selves to the condemnation of the country 
and the scorn of the civilised world. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I only rise before the 
Colonial Secretary speaks, te call his 
attention to one particular point. He 
will remember that at the close of his 
speech, the other night, he asked me to 
mention to him what were the circum- 
stances which I considered provocative in 
the course of these negotiations. I an- 
swered that there were two circum- 
stances—first of all, the publication of 
Sir Alfred Milner’s despatch, and the 
other was the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman made on August 26 at High- 
bury. The first of these he dealt with. 
I will not go back upon that. I have 
said what I have to say upon it, and he 
has said what he has to say upon it. But 
the second question he never touched 
upon at all. Now the speech which he 
delivered at Highbury becomes a very 
material matter in view of what he after- 
wards stated, that he intended—it was 
his expectation—that his answer to the 
five years proposal of August 19 should 
acceptance, a qualified accept- 
ance, of it. That despatch, the answer 
to the proposal of President Kruger which 
the right hon. Gentleman said he intended 
substantially to accept, was on August 28. 
That was ona Monday. But on August 
26th—the Saturday before—he made an 
attack on President Kruger, and ridiculed 
and condemned his successive concessions 
as being like the outcome of a squeezed 
sponge. That was extraordinary language 
for a man who had in his hand an offer 
which he thought so good that he 
was intending to accept it. The de- 
spatch of August 28th, which he said 
he fully expected President Kruger to 
accept and close with, was preceded by 


be an 
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this provocative speech two days before 
it was delivered, and, therefore, as we are 
aware, the speech must have been known 
to President Kruger before he received 
that despatch. That is a point which | 
think ought to be cleared up. It was 
provocative at the very moment that a 
most conciliatory offer was made by the 
Boers, an offer so conciliatory that the 


right hon. Gentleman, I must confess to | 


my astonishment quite as much as that 
of the hon. and learned Member for 
Plymouth, said he intended to accept it. 
Yet he preceded his despatch by this pro- 
vocative speech, made at a garden party, 
in which he ridiculed the consecutive 
concessions of President Kruger, and used 
the menacing phrase that “the sands had 
well-nigh run out.” This was the pre- 
face to the despatch which he intended 
to be, practically speaking, a qualified 
acceptance of that conciliatory offer. At 
the most critical moment of the negotia- 
tions, at the very time there was a concilia- 
tory offer and conciliatory reply, he inter- 
poses this speech. I think it right to 
call the attention of the right hon. Gentle- 
man to this particular speech in order 
that he may give us a fuller explanation 
of the objects and results of that speech 
at that particular moment. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I welcome 
the brief intervention of the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite, because he has done 
what I think has hardly been done by 
any previous speaker: he has introduced 
« question which has not, hitherto, been 
completely discussed. I owe him, in 
fact, an apology. I did, as he says, ask 
him to state what were the particular 
points in the negotiations in which I had 
erred, and although I replied fully to one 
of them I omitted altogether to reply to 
the other. I will explain at once that I 
had a note on that subject, but somehow 
or other, in the great pressure of matter 
and in the course of a very lengthy 
speech, I did not observe the note, and I 
omitted to pay any attention to the 
question. Now I do not quite admit the 
description of that speech—it was a very 
brief one—which has been given by the 
right hon. Gentleman. Ido not think my- 


self that it was a provocative speech. In no 
sense, in no proper sense of the word, was it 
intended to be a provocative speech. It | 
was intended to be a plain speech. It 
was intended to be a speech which no- 
body could misunderstand. 
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has been said in the course of these pro- 
ceedings about the “new diplomacy.” 
I have never accepted the description of 
my proceedings as constituting any 
change whatever from the diplomacy of 
other statesmen in recent years. If] had 
to defend myself on what is purely a 
personal point, I think I could give 
chapter and verse for everything I have 
done in these negotiations to show that I 
have strictly followed the principles ob- 
served by my predecessors and all British 
statesmen in the course of, at all events, 
the last ten or twenty years in dealing 
with foreign and colonial affairs. But no 
doubt there was a time when diplomacy 
proceeded on the principle of the 
maxim that language should be used 
to enable statesmen to conceal their 
thoughts, and if that may be fairly 
described as the old diplomacy, I 
absolutely and entirely repudiate it. 
It appears to me, however wise such a 
diplomacy may have been when diplomacy 
simply meant a game of skill between in- 
dividual kings and statesmen, it is alto- 
gether out of place in dealing with peoples. 
We speak now as representatives of 
peoples on all sides, and peoples have the 
right to demand from us that our views, 
whether right or wrong, shall be made 
clearly apparent to them so that there 
shall be no reasonable ground for any mis- 
understanding. If I can claim anything 
for a diplomacy which has been called 
mine, but which is really the diplomacy 
of the Cabinet—if I can claim anything 
for it, it is that from first to last there 
has not been the slightest justification 
for the statement made that President 
Kruger was in any doubt as to the object 
we had in view, the methods we were 
pursuing, and our determination to carry 
out those objects. It was in accordance 
with that principle of diplomacy, call it 
old or call it new, it was in pursuance of 
our objects that I thought the time had 
come when an accidental opportunity was 
given me—I do not suppose the right 
hon. Gentleman, who has spoken in many 
places in his time, takes any excep- 
tion to this particular pulpit from 
which the sermon was _ preached——at 
all events, it did appear to me, an 
accidental opportunity being afforded, that 
it was wise—knowing what we did at the 
time and what everyone knows now, it 
was a most critical stage in the negotia- 
tions—that I should once more endeavour 


A great deal , to impress President Kruger with the 
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seriousness of the step he was called upon 
to take and the consequences that would 
follow any mistake on his part. It very 
often happens that it is undesirable to 
put into an official despatch collateral sug- 
gestions and indications of opinion, but a 
semi-official warning has not infrequently 
been conveyed under a similar method. 
I remember, for instance, a speech, which 
was very much applauded by right hon. 
and hon. Gentlemen opposite, of my noble 
friend the Prime Minister at a Guildhall 
banquet, in which he warned the Sultan 
of the consequences of proceeding in a 
course he had adopted. I am afraid his 
warning had not much more effect than 
mine, in this case, but it was equally justi- 
fied, and, in my opinion, both were in the 
interests of peace. If hon. Gentlemen 
opposite really believe there was any 
period in the negotiations in which 
President Kruger honestly desired a 
permanent settlement of these questions 
and a satisfactory peace, then I cannot 
understand how they can blame me, when 
we were, as I have said, almost at the 
end of our tether, when the sands had 
nearly run out—how they can blame me 
for having given an unofficial warning 
that no further dilatory proceedings of 
the kind which we had had to encounter 
during the whole period of three months’ 
negotiations would be permitted. That 
is my defence, and I leave hon. and right 
hon. Gentlemen to say what they would 
have done in my place. I believe I have 
frankly answered the question of the 
right hon. Gentleman, and though he may 
think me wrong I am still, looking back 
at the whole facts and circumstances, 
absolutely unrepentant. I have said that 
I welcome the intervention of the right 
hon. Gentleman, because I cannot but 
think that the debate of this afternoon 
has been other than that of a perfunctory 
character. I have little to say upon the 
speeches made, and I cannot help hoping 
that it is the general sense of the House 
that, considering we have other important 
business to transact this afternoon, the 
time has come when this debate might be 
brought to a close. Speeches have been 
made which it would be impossible for 
me to follow at any length without re- 
peating over again the speech I made 
on ‘Thursday night. I[t seems to 
me that some of those speeches, 
which were probably prepared before 
my speech was delivered, are rather 
belated ; they take no notice of my reply, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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they lay before the House no further fact 
or argument, they go over again all that 
was fully stated before I rose to offer my 
defence of Her Majesty’s Government. 
Other speeches may be — described, 
if not as absolutely repetition, as a 
réchaufé of arguments with which we 
are all familiar, and which have 
already been dealt with. I observe 
in the character of the speeches two sec- 
tions of opposition, from [rish Nationalist 
Members in the first place, from hon. 
gentlemen whose boast it is that they are 
the enemies of England ; and from a very 
small, and, I think I may say, a very ex- 
treme section of the Liberal party, who 
have shown themselves not only on this 
but on all occasions to be opposed on 
principle to all wars, without reference to 
the question of the justice of any parti- 
cular war or negotiations preceding it. 
Let me say at once very briefly what is 
my general answer to the Irish Members. 
I recognise in the hon. Member for South 
Mayo, who has to-day announced his retire- 
ment from the House, a Member who at 
all events ever since he has been here has 
conducted discussion with moderation and 
personal courtesy to his opponents, and 
whom all of us—even the most bitter of 
his opponents—believe to be absolutely 
sincere in what he puts forward as his 
belief. To such an argument as he has 
addressed to us to-day, and other Mem 
bers have used on previous occasions, | 
should pay the greatest attention if I did 
not know he would use precisely the same 
argument in any case where this country 
was engaged in war with a small or with 
a great power, civilised or savage. The 
basis of that argument, the principle 
animating it, the whole course of his mind 
is directed by what he himself describes 
as enmity to England. ‘To the hon, Mem- 
ber who takes that view England is 
always in the wrong and her enemy 
always in the right. In such circum- 
stances it is absolutely useless to deal with 
detail. I 


the argument in wonder 


‘what would have been the argument of 


the hon. Member in the case, for instance, 
of the Spanish-American war. Was he 
then indignant because the United 
States Government were attacking a 
Power which was infinitely less able to 
defend itself than the Transvaal has 
shown itself to be ? 


ene 











649 Consolidated Fund 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): The Transvaal did not blow up a 
warship. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I question 
the statement that the Transvaal is a 
stronger Power than Spain. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: At all 
events, the great contest—the almost 
determining contest — of the Spanish- 
American war was fought with hardly 
any loss of men to the United States. We 
have never denied that, although the 
Transvaal is less powerful than ourselves 
with all the force we can direct upon the 
Transvaal, yet the Transvaal Government 
have shown themselves foemen worthy of 
our steel. I do not know on what side | 
were the hon. Member’s sympathies 
during the Spanish-American war. I 
believe they were with the United States ; 
at all events, I never heard from him a 
single word during the course of the war 
deprecating the proceedings of the United 
States. But not only was the disparity of 
the forces engaged at least as great as 
between the forces now engaged, but the 
contention of the United States Govern- 
ment—their right of interference—arose 
from the fact that at some distance from 
their own territory oppression, not of 
American citizens, but those of another 
race and people, was going on, and that 
justified, in the minds at all events of 
most Englishmen and Irishmen, the inter- 
vention of the United States. But look 
atour case. We are intervening in a 
country which is surrounded by our own 
possessions—interfering on behalf of our 
own people. Is it not perfectly certain, | 
granting that nothing else was changed in 
the hon. Member for South Mayo except 
his enmity to this country—if he were a 
friend and not an enemy—can anybody 
doubt for a moment that his sympathy 
would be with us now as it was with the 
United States in the late war? Then I 
come to the argument used by a small 
section of the Liberal party, who 
do not, I think, contribute to _ its 
strength — that extreme section which 
I may describe, without any intention | 
of offence, as the peace -at-any - price 
party. I know hon. Members who hold 
those views, like my late friend Mr. John 
Bright, deny that that term can be pro- 
perly applied to them; but if they are not 
the party of peace at any price, at any 
rate they are never in favour of war, and | 
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where the difference is, for my part, I con 
fess I have never been able to see. To 
my mind, they put forward arguments 
entirely irrelevant to the present case 
We are all agreed as to the evils and 
horrors of war. I do not suppose there 
is « man in the House who would not 
agree that war should if possible be 
avoided ; the only difference between us 
is that whereas they think there is 
nothing worse than war, we think there 
are things worse than war. No nation 
can exist, neither its interests nor its 
honour will be secure, unless it is willing 
if need be to go to war and make the 
sacrifices war requires. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Kirkealdy went over again his 
reasons for thinking war might have been 
averted at different stages. With two 
exceptions, to which I will refer, every 
one of those reasons was answered by 
me completely on Thursday, and I have 
nothing to add. It would be almost an 
insult to the House to repeat what I then 
said with so much fulness. But the hon. 
Member says we ought to have invited 
the assistance of Mr. Hofmeyr. I cer- 
tainly have nothing to say against Mr. 
Hofmeyr. I recognise, as the hon. 
Gentleman does, that he was animated by 
a real desire to secure a satisfactory settle- 
ment. But I cannot forget that when 
this perfectly and absolutely, as I have 
shown, illusory settlement was proposed 
successively by President Kruger and 
President Steyn, Mr. Hofmeyr was per- 
fectly ready to accept it, urged it upon 
us, and declared it satisfactory. From 
that I conclude, not that he was not 
desirous of peace, but that he had an 
inadequate conception of the terms on 
which a satisfactory peace could be con- 
cluded. I goon to say that Mr. Hofmeyr 
was grossly deceived by President Kruger 
in reference to the merits of the proposal. 
It is stated on what I believe to be good 
authority—although I have not it on the 
best authority, namely, that of Mr. 
Hofmeyr himself—it is stated on what 
appears to be good authority, that Mr. 
Hofmeyr came away from Pretoria with 
promises from President Kruger which he 
communicated to the Prime Minister of 
Cape Colony, Mr. Schreiner, which led 
Mr. Schreiner to say, as he did say a 
little too hastily, that the proposal of 
President Kruger was one that ought to 
be satisfactory, while, as a matter of fact, 
the real proposal differed in the most 
essential points from the proposal sub- 
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mitted by Mr. Hofmeyr. Throughout 
the whole of this business there has been 
on the part of the Transvaal diplomatists 
an amount of crookedness that is alto- 
gether incomprehensible if one is to be- 
lieve that at any time they were sincerely 
desirous of peace. The hon. Gentleman 
went on to say that I had refused to com- 
municate with Mr. Montagu White. 
Well, | took the liberty to inform him 
that there was not the shadow of a shade 
of truth in that statement, whatever may 
have led to its being made. On the con- 
trary, I should, of course, have been 
pleased to see Mr. Montagu White at any 
time as long as he remained the Consul- 
General of the Transvaal or was in any 
way connected with Transvaal matters, 
But I have never heard, it has never 
entered my mind—I do not know 
whether the hon. Gentleman is better in- 
formed—that Mr. Montagu White was 
ever commissioned, instructed, or authe- 
rised by President Kruger or by 
the Government of the Transvaal to 
enter into any negotiations whatever with 
Her Majesty’s Government. I have 
always understood that Mr. Montagu 
White’s duties in this country were 
rather of acommercial than of a political 
kind, and it never entered into my mind 


to seek an interview with him in order to | 


communicate, through him, with President 
Kruger on matters which could be much 
hetter communicated by Sir Alfred Milner 
at the Cape. Although I say that, vet 
if President Kruger had instructed Mr. 
Montagu White to ask for an interview, 
I should certainly not have refused to see 
him, and I should have gladly considered 
anything he might have had to put hefore 
me. There is only one other remark of 
the hon. Gentleman’s that I need refer to, 
and that is his opinion that the great 
difficulty in this matter has been the dis- 
trust which, he says, President Kruger 
has felt of the Colonial Secretary. Well, 
I do not know what authority he has for 
that statement. I think President 
Kruger may possibly have a distrust of 
this country, of all British statesmen, and 
of the Colonial Secretary among others ; 
but, at all events so far as his official com- 
munications are concerned—and it is only 
with those that I have any right to deal— 
there is no evidence of a special distrust 
of the Colonial Secretary. I go further 
and say that I cannot help thinking that 
there are many incidents in the Colonial 
Secretary's career which should have pre- 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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vented, at all events in the earlier stages, 
any such distrust. The hon. Gentleman 
taunted me with having been a member 
of the Cabinet which agreed to the Con- 
vention after Majuba Hill. 


Mr. DALZIEL: The right hon. 
Gentleman says I taunted him. I 
did not taunt him; I stated it as a fact. 
I think he was right then. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Well, I am 
not certain that I was right then ; but if I 
make that admission now I have never 
made it before—I have carefully avoided 
doing so, At all events, I fully admit, 
I recognise that at that time I had my 
share in the responsibility of the Govern- 
ment. No one, as the right hon. Gentle 
man opposite knows very well, has any 
right whatever to say anything or indicate 
anything as to the opinions of separate 
members of the Cabinet to which he has 
had the honour to belong. I will say noth- 
ing of that kind, and I wish sometimes that 
other right hon. Gentlemen would not 
imply anything. I will say nothing about 
that, however. I accept fully my cor 
porate responsibility as a member of thi 
Cabinet which decided on the Conventioi 
which followed Majuba Hill. But was 
that an incident to cause distrust in the 
mind of President Kruger? And even 
coming later, coming down to 1896, I 
have been very strongly attacked in thi- 
House by my hon. friend the Member fo: 
Sheffield and other hon. Members, and I 
know that many of my hon. friends have 
thought me wrong in speaking from my 
place in this House in too conciliatory 
tones when expressing the views of the 
Government and the policy of the 
Government and their earnest desire to 
keep on good terms and not to interfere 
more than was necessary ; in saying again 
and again at particular stages of these 
transactions that we had no right to 
interfere ; in defending President Kruger 
whenever it was possible to defend him ; 
in expressing belief in the meaning of his 
words and in his good intentions, and in 
concealing anything to the contrary effect 
which at times may have crossed our 
minds. Sir, I am not ashamed to say 
that I have again and again concealed my 
own suspicion ; I have felt that you had no 
right to approach a man with whom you 
desired to come into agreement with an 
open and avowed expression of your dis- 
trust, and therefore I say that, at all 


(. {ppropriation ) Pill, 652 

















553 Consolidated Fund 


events until a very recent time—when 
the conduct of President Kruger in my 
opinion fully justified expressions of this 
sort—until this very recent time I do not 
think that I have said anything which 
could have justified this special distrust 
on the part of President Kruger to which 
the hon. Member referred. 


Mr. DALZIEL: I am very sorry to 
interrupt the right hon. Gentleman ; but 
by the ruling of the Chair I was not per- 
mitted to give the grounds on which that 
distrust was based. I was not permitted 
to prove my case, and I therefore think it 
is hardly fair for the right hon. Gentle- 
man to assume that I was unable to 
prove it. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Oh, ves, we 
know all about that. I cannot pursue it, 
for the same reason as the hon. Gentle- 
man, but I do not believe that there is 
the slightest foundation for any statement 
by anybody that President Kruger’s 
alleged distrust was due to any cause of 
that kind. That is all I can say. But 
there is a sense in which I believe that 
President Kruger did distrust me. I 
think that in the course of this corre- 
spondence President Kruger came to the 
conclusion that, speaking as I did, not for 
myself alone, but for the Government, 
at last he had come across a Government 
which was in earnest. It was not our 
fault if he did not come to that conclusion : 
and if, as I believe, there has been 
between us from first to last a great gulf 
that could not be bridged over, then 
indeed, although we did not always know 
it, war was from the first inevitable. 


Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 
Will my right hon. friend tell us what 
that gulf was? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes; I 
believe from first to last President Kruger 
never intended to give anything approach- 
ing equal rights to the white races in 
South Africa. I believe that from first to 
last President Kruger never intended to 
give any kind of acknowledgment of any 
sort of supremacy on the part of this 
country. 


Mr. STANHOPE (Burnley) rose. 


Mr. 
cannot 


J. CHAMBERLAIN: TI really 


give way. I do not doubt that 
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there were times, perhaps up to a very 
late period, when President Kruger—I 
speak of President Kruger, but, of course, 
I mean those who advised him as well as 
the President himself ; it is not for me to 
divide the responsibility, I speak of Presi- 
dent Kruger as the head of the State— 
I do not believe that at any time he was 
prepared to yield upon these essential 
objects, and we were not prepared at any 
time to abandon them. Therefore, as I 
have said, if that is true, as I now believe 
it to be, war, conflict, was inevitable. I 
think it likely that President Kruger 
desired to delay that war; I think it 

perfectly evident to anyone that it might 
have been a great advantage to him to 
have postponed this inevitable conflict to 
some time when we might have been en- 
gaged in other difficult and complicated 
questions, the advantage 
which he already enjoyed from knowing, 
as I think he knew, what the eventual 


( VU 
Possessing 


result of these negotiations would be 
before we knew it, how much greater 
would have been his advantage in the 


ease I have suggested? Do not let hon. 
Members forget for a moment the 
facts of the case as they have been 
altered by the military preparations 
of the Transvaal. The hon. Member for 
the Bishop Auckland Division of Durham, 
who spoke earlier in the afternoon, said 
very truly that he had never compli- 
mented me, and I am sure he would 
deprecate a compliment from me, but, at 
the same time, Iam sure I may say in the 
presence of the whole House, and with 
their consent, that he made a_ very 
weighty and a very moderate contribution 
to the debate. He pointed out that 
during the whole of this period, and for a 
much longer period —do not fora moment 
suppose that these transactions to which I 
allude date from the Raid, they date from 
long before the Raid—for a long period 
before the Raid the Transvaal was making 
preparations for enormously increasing its 
armament. And what is the result? In 
L884 the same Government which granted 
the Convention of Pretoria, after Majuha, 
a Government which certainly could not 
be accused of any want of sympathy with 
the Transvaal, any lack of desire to keep 
on good terms with it, a Government 


presided over by Mr. Gladstone, a 
Government of which the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Monmouth 


was a most distinguished and influential 
member, that Government was forced in 
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1884, three years after the Convention 
had been signed, to send a military force 
to prevent the invasion and the breach of 
the Convention by the Boers. Yes, but 
then what was the foree which was 
adequate, the force which effected our 
purpose, which turned hack the Boers 
and prevented them from continuing the 
proceedings to which we objected? It 
was a force of 3,000 men, sent at an 
expenditure of something less than a 
million, under the command of Sir 
Charles Warren. And now, before war 
had actually broken out, if we desired to 
secure the slightest reform from the 
Transvaal—I do not care what it was— 
and the Transvaal refused it, we had 
either to give way or we had to send 
50,000 men across the seas for thousands 
of miles in order to give effect to our 
wishes. That change is gigantic. You 
talk of this as being a small matter, and 
of 30,000 Boers more or less. Any way 
the duty upon us is enormous, the tax, 
the strain upon us is enormous. We are 
called upon now, in order to bring this 
war to a quick conclusion, which all 
desire, to send across the sea a force 
which no nation in the _ history 
of the world has ever sent before. 
Why is that? That is entirely due to 
the preparations which have turned the 
Transvaal into an armed camp, which 
have not only secured for it a grand defen- 
sive position, hut enabled it to take up 
the offensive attitude even against the 
very large force which we are now retain- 
ing at the Cape. Sir, does any hon. 
Member think that that condition of 


strain and tension is a state of affairs 
which could have gone on for ever? 
Suppose that we had been fortunate 


enough in making a settlement, but that 
that still left a great deal of friction 
behind it and a number of questions —of 
differences which had not heen entirely 
removed—what would have been our 
position? We should have had to keep 
in the Transvaal permanently, in order to 
defend our colonies against a possible in- 
vasion, 25,000 British troops ; and to do 
that would require us to alter the whole 
of our military system, which is based 
upon the maintenance of a small per- 
manent standing Army. If we had to 
keep this enormous force in a distant 
province it would be necessary to alter 
altogether the system upon which our 
Army is organised, And, therefore, the 
question is not merely a lucal, not merely 


Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
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a South African question, but a question 
which really involves to a considerable 
degree the security of the Empire. Well, 
Sir, the hon. Member for the Kirkcaldy 
Burghs referred to a letter which had been 
printed in 7he Times newspaper from Mr. 
Selous. I have a great respect for Mr. 
Selous, who, I am told, is a killer of big 
game. I have never killed any big game 
myself, and therefore that increases my 
respect for those who have been able to 
do it. But, Sir, when any man predicts 
the downfall of the British Empire I 
admit I am not alarmed. Our foreign 
critics tell us that we shall lose 
all our colonies, and yet they are 
not happy. Some Englishmen even join 
in these pessimistic vaticinations. My 
right hon. friend the Member for Bodmin 
is concerned apparently lest we should 
fall from our high position. I remember 
that the same predictions were made 
one hundred, two hundred, three hun- 
dred years ago; they were current in 
the time of Queen Elizabeth, and vet we 
are still alive. It may be that this great 
Empire of ours is destined in the course 
of time to perish as other great empires 
have perished, and, as I believe, that the 
millennium will come; but, still, I see 
no reason to alter the course of my 
ordinary action to accelerate that period 
owing to the fear of these events. But, 
Sir, when I come to deal with the par- 
ticular predictions or supports upon 
which the arguments of hon. Members 
rest, I find that in Mr. Selous’s predic- 
tion there was an “if.” I will not read 
his words, but I do not think that I mis- 
represent him when I say that he wrote, 
in effect: If you go forward with any 
view of crushing out what he calls a 
Northern people, you will be raising for 
yourself the same difficulties as beset you 
at the time and resulted in the loss of 
the American colonies, and the same con- 
sequences will follow in South Africa. I 
do not differ from Mr. Selous. That is 
a hypothetical argument. I also think 
that history shows conclusively that one 
great Teutonic people cannot hold in sub- 
jection another Teutonic people. But 
who talks of it? Certainly not we. 
Have we not learned the lesson taught 
us by the case of the American colonies? 
Has that been our course in recent 
years ? Has it been our course in regard 
to any people? Is that the way in 
which we are endeavouring to hold 
Canada: is that the way in which we 
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are now holding Cape Colony ? Does any- | written on Monday. The “plain” speech 


’ 


one contend that the Dutch in Cape 


| 


anticipated the “unplain ” letter by two 


Colony are “crushed” by our rule?! days and prevented that letter from 


“Crushed” when they have every right 
which Englishmen have in the colony ; 
“crushed ” when they are able under our 
system toreturna Government of theirown 
complexion ; “crushed” when they are 


| 





allowed, under our system, without inter- | 
| out water, writes that despatch in answer 
| to the offers of the South African Republic, 


ference in individual cases—and Iam glad 
to think that this remark does not apply, at 
any rate, to the majority —when they are 
permitted in individual cases both to talk 
and write treason! Is that crushing out 
a people? No, Sir. And what reason 
is there to think that in the case of the 


Transvaal and the Orange Free State, | 


whatever may be the result of the war— 
in my opinion it is absolutely prema- 
ture to talk about the results of a war 
in which we are still engaged—but, Sir, 
does anybody imagine, whatever may be 
the result of the war, that we shall fail to 
do to others in this matter what we have 
claimed for ourselves—that we shall refuse 
as an ultimate settlement that equality of 
rights to the Dutch in the Transvaal 
which the Dutch in the Transvaal 
have denied to us? 
believe that war had become inevitable, 


As I have said, 1 | 


because, after all, there had been this | 


great struggle between two great prin- | 


ciples ; and, Sir, the importance of these | 


principles is not to be measured merely 


against the Boers. 


by their relation to our position in South | 
friend, when he spoke of Mr. Kruger as 


Africa, but they are to be considered in 
connection with the fact that it is upon 


the assertion of those principles that our | 
thought by a citizen of the South African 
| Republic of the letter which he wrote, 
‘and which nobody understood—{ Minis- 
*Mr. COURTNEY: I do not intend to | 


Empire is what it is, and can only remain 
as it is. 


intrude myself upon the House upon this 
occasion for many minutes, but the speech 
which my right hon. friend has just de- 


livered appears to me to require two or | 
three observations, which I venture to ask | 


leave to submit to the House. 


My right | 


hon. friend the Secretary for the Colonies | 
began—in answer to the criticism of his | 


Highbury speech by my right hon. friend 


the Member for West Monmouth, who | 
had characterised the speech as provoca- | 


tive—by denying that it was provocative 
and terming it a “plain” speech. I will 
not attempt to define what a “plain” 
speech is; but the point which my right 
hon friend opposite made was this—that 
the “plain” speech was spoken on Satur- 
day ; a letter which was not “ plain” was 


_at Highbury. 


being understood. That “plain” speech 
went out to South Africa, and two days 
after my right hon. friend, having spoken 
of the sands running out, having spoken 
of President Kruger as making his con- 
cessions like a squeezed sponge giving 


which he intended to be received as an 
acceptance, which nobody understood as 
an acceptance, which he individually pre- 
vented from being so understood. I do 
not dislike plain speech, but it is equally 
important that we should have plain 
writing, and there was no plain writing 
in this despatch between my right hon. 
friend and the South African Republic. 
My right hon, friend spoke of crooked- 
ness in connection with Mr. Kruger. I 
wish you could avoid such words. Even 
now, when we are at war with the Trans- 
vaal, I hope we shall speak of our opponents 
with fairness and courtesy. I observe with 
great satisfaction that our soldiers, having 
met these foemen in the field, having tried 
their worthand bravery,and having suffered 
at their hands, have repudiated the miserable 
charges of bad conduct, inhuman conduct, 
uncivilised conduct, which the people who 
pander to a Yellow press had brought 
I say I do not like 
these words, but surely my right hon. 


being crooked in his diplomacy, ought to 
have reflected what would have been 


terial dissent ]|--two days after his speech 
I observe that several hon. 
Members dissent from that. I ask them 
one and all if they understood that 
despatch when they read it as a despatch 
intended to be received as an acceptance 
of President Kruger’s offer? I ask leave 
to recall the words of the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman who moved the Address in 
answer to the Speech from the Throne. 
Hon. Gentlemen who occupy that posi- 
tion are generally instructed and 
“coached” as to what they should say. 
Whether that was the case in the present 
instance of course I do not know; but, 
of course, they speak habitually and regn- 
larly in harmony with the opinions and 


| policy of the Government of the day ; and 
‘the hon. and gallant Member who moved 
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the Address on this occasion denounced 
the conditions of President Kruger’s offer, 
and described the action of the Transvaal! 
Government as such as could not be 
tolerated. That was received from end 
to end of these benches with cheers, and 
these were the conditions to which my 
right hon. friend sent a reply which he 
intended to be received as an acceptance. 
I pass from these things. The question 
which this nation and which history will 
have to consider will be whether the 
reasons Which he at the bottom of this 
controversy, of this war, have been suffi- 
ciently justified. It is not a question of 
the ultimatum ; it is not a question of the 
first shot, or of who began hostilities—the 
question is whether the demands which 
my right hon. friend recognises as lying 
at the foundation of all, whether they 
were of such a nature, of such importance 
and urgency as to require to be enforced 
by war. Upon that issue I do not wish at 
the present moment to expand at length. 
Upon that issue we shall be judged, al- 
though I do not wish at the present 
moment to judge. But I feel quite 
certain that the opinion expressed by 
Mr. Selous yesterday is right, as to the 
inadequacy of the occasion and as to the 
belief that, had these negotiations been 
in the hands of a person acquainted with 
the conditions of life in South Africa, an 
experienced, considerate diplomatist, we 
should have had not war but peace. My 
right hon. friend divides his opponents 
upon this and other occasions into two 
bands. He spoke first of all of what we 
may call the Irish party, and for some 
reason, I know not what, he entered into 
an examination of what would be their 
attitude if they had to judge again the 
war between the United States and Spain. 
Ido not know what their opinion may 
be. The hon. Member for East Mayo 
may be able to give his opinion. I know 
myself—I have no hesitation in saying it 
—heing a firm friend and lover of the 
United States, and desiring to see them 
progress as they have progressed, I 
thought that war on Spain was entirely 
unjustified, and it has brought upon them 
retribution, if not in Cuba, at all events 
in the Philippines. I pass on to the 
second band. My right hon. friend 


thought he could dispose of all the other | 
itwo cases? You sent out Sir Charles 


opponents to his policy by saying they 
belong to the “ peace at any price ” party. 
I for one, utterly repudiate the suggestion 
that I belong to the ‘ peace at any price” 
Mr. Courtney. 
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party. I have advocated war on more 
than one occasion; I have no kind of 
fellowship with those who desire peace at 
any sacrifice. I want on this and on all! 
occasions to compare what you are aiming 
at with the cost which you-are going 
to pay. Now, my right hon. friend 
has discovered somewhat late — that 
there never was a chance of peace. 


AN Hon. Member: Because he did 
not want it. 


*Mr. COURTNEY: That there was 
gulf between him and President Krugei 
such as could never have been bridged 
over. They would not yield th 
supremacy he demanded, and they would 
not confer the rights on the Uitlander- 
which he sought. This was the chasm 
which he discovered rather late, which 
was quite impossible to bridge over ancl 
which justified war. As to the first point, 
do hon. Members remember that the 
solution of this question of suzeraints 
was one of those conditions of the 
despatch to which my hon. friend sent an 
answer intended to be received as a 
acceptance—namely, that the thing 
should be dropped on both sides; that 
nobody should say anything about it 
This thing which my right hon. friend 
now tells us he told the South Africa 
Republic might be dropped on both side: 
constitutes one part of the great gult 
that made war inev.table. At what uni 
did he discover the existence of that gulf ' 
I wonder; I cannot tell it. At som: 
point or other he and others have be 
persuaded that there was terrible dang 
in South Africa, that there must be wa 
sooner or later, and that it was better 1 
have war now than later, when it might 
be an impossible task. My right hon 
friend contrasted what is necessary 
now with what was necessary whei 
Sir Charles Warren was sent out. | 
admit that in th einterval, owing to cn 
cumstances we can scarcely examine, 
there has grown up an immense jealousy 
on the part of the South African Republic 
that their independence was to be taken 
away, and they have fortified themselves 
accordingly. Does my right hon, friend 
wish to draw any parallelism between the 


Warren, not to coerce the South African 
Republic, but to bring back some filibuster 
ing Boers who went over the borter. The 
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Republic itself was not against you ; you | past ; it will not be their history in the 
did not wage war against them. They | future. The sad fact is that on all sides 
might have been slow to bring back their | we have a terrible lack of imagination of 
vagrant Boers, their filibusters, but it was | the type and character of these men, of 
not against the Republic that you then | their intentions, of their zeal, and of their 
equipped an army. If you had sent out | passion for liberty and independence. 
wu force in those days to put down the; You thought that by showing a little 
South African Republic it would have | force the game would be won and there 
heen something quite different from what | would be no war. You have been en- 
you sent then ; something more analogous | tirely deceived in that anticipation, and 
to what you are sending now. The next | we have got war. That anticipation has 
point is the rights of the Uitlanders, and | been falsified, and you will again be at 
here we have got a five years franchise fault if you think the future of South 
promised ; at first seven years, and then | Africa will give you such an easy peace as 
tive years, sul ject to conditions to which | you contemplate. The point to be insisted 
my right hon. friend sent an answer in- upon again—the point the nation will 
tended to be received as an acceptance. | have to be led to ponder over and investi- 
My right hon. friend is quite equal to gate more deeply day by day—is why we 
denying my statement if it is wrong. are engaged in a war which on one hypo- 
thesis is being waged to extract some- 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Oh, well, | thing more liberal than a five years 
then, I do deny it. I did not think it _ franchise reform, and on another is being 
worth while to interrupt my right hon. | waged to extract one-tenth of a demand 
friend, because he knows I have said over  pine-tenths of which was conceded. 
and over again a “ qualified ” acceptance, 
and he always omits the adjective. Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
*Mr. COURTNEY: You said nine- ae a = a meee 
tenths. Is the one-tenth worth war ¢ Tell | ™°"°% his ne aes: yale, « oe esiecap 
in Wied the Guba: th. Members on this side of the House to 
abstain from further debate on the sub- 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not ject, inasmuch as it was premature to 
think it was worth war. discuss it now. That is a contention 
which I decline to accept. Recognising 
*Mr. COURTNEY: Tell us what the that we are engaged in a struggle in 
one-tenth is, South Africa, I was prepared to support 
the Government in the difficult duty they 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Why did | have to discharge, but when I heard the 
not President Kruger give way ? speech of the hon. Members on this side 
| of the House, who sympathised with the 
*Mr. COURTNEY: Because he did} Government, and the provocation which 
ot understand the despatch; it was fell from the lips of the right hon. Gentle- 
iever explained to him. Are we going man, I felt it was necessary for a Liberal 
to fight for the tenth point ? As to that, Member who had endeavoured to arrive 
Mr. Speaker, history I think will judge. | at a conscientious and unbiassed opinion 
I am too confident, unfortunately, of what upon the merits of the controversy to 
the result will be. My right hon. friend inform the House of the conclusions to 
spoke of the future and said quite rightly which he came. I repudiate the state- 
that it was premature now to talk of the ment that those who oppose the Govern- 
result of the war. But I could not help ment are a “ peace at any price” party. Not 
thinking, when he spoke of the military longagoagreatmany of my hon. friends who 
strain which has been put upon our re-| voted with me on a certain Amendment 
sources by the war in which we are engaged, | to the Address were against the policy of 
of the military strain which will be put the Government on the Chinese question, 
upon them for the maintenance of the and were prepared to take up a very 
peace which will follow. Some hon. much more vigorous and uncompromising 
Members look upon the Boers as school- position than that taken up by the Govern- 
hoys--once give them a licking and they ment. Under similar conditions where 
will be your best friends ever after. | any question of the honour and reputa- 
That has not been their history in the tion of this country is involved, I do not 
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think any of those hon. Members would | 
be less energetic or any less prepared to | 
support the policy of the Government. 
I am certain that in that view I am voicing | 
the opinions of my own constituents, and 
I do not think North-West Durham | 
is singular in that respect. The same 
sentiments which you find existing in| 
North-West Durham you _ will find 
existing in almost every constituency 
outside the metropolis throughout the 
length and breadth of the country. Now, 
let me dissociate myself from those hon. 
Members who have suggested that the | 
Colonial Secretary intended that there 
should be war. I do not believe this. I 
have read the correspondence most care- 
fully in the various Blue Books which 
have been presented to Parliament, and I 
must say that I am satisfied —though it does 
not in the smallest degree affect the value 
of the arguments which I shall adduce— | 
that the right hon. Gentleman honestly | 
intended to obtain a peaceful solution of 
this question. I do not say that the 
right hon. Gentleman took a view which 
was appropriate to the condition of things. 
I honestly decline to believe in the sub- 
stantiality of the grievances. I do not 
mean to say that there are not grievances. 
I do not mean to say that there are not 
crying grievances, to secure the redress | 
of which was the duty of Her Majesty’s 
Ministers. But I deny that there were 
grievances amongst the Uitlander popu- 
lation which justify the extravagant 
language used. Sir, I cannot believe 
that some 70,000 or—if the Colonial 
Secretary’s statement is to be accepted— 
some 150,000 British subjects would, even 
if they were unarmed, if they wére abso- 
lutely defenceless, have quietly submitted 
to an oppression of that character which | 
invaded domestic sanctities, and which 
placed not merely their persons but 
also their property at the mercy 
of an anarchical form of government. 
That is not my language ; that is the 
language of the South African League, 
which, I submit, has been the promoter of 
the unfortunate conflict which has arisen. 
It is rather late in the day to present any- 
thing like a review or criticism of the 
policy of Her Majesty’s Government. But 
I cannot help pointing out—it is my duty 
to do so—one or two points in these 
negotiations which have, I think, escaped 
observation in this House. The charge I 
make I make with reluctance, because, | 
however humble a Member of Parliament | 


Mr. Atherley-Jones. 
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may be, the last step he should take is 


to cast animadversions upon an eminent 


public servant. But the flourish of 
trumpets — I cannot help thinking the 
somewhat immodest flourish of trumpets 
—with which Sir Alfred Milner left these 


| shores, a flourish of trumpets which ought 


to have been reserved for his return 
when he had done well for his country, 
was not justified by events. I cannot 
help thinking that Sir Alfred Milner was 
the most unfit person to send out upon 


'so arduous and so important a mission. 


This is not a mere empty assertion ; | 
believe it. In briefly, and very briefly, 


| touching upon this point, I ask the House 


to bear in mind that it was on the 19th of 


July last that President Kruger, with the 
unanimous assent of his own people, pro 


posed a seven years franchise, and through 
Sir Alfred Milner that communication 
was made to the Colonial Secretary. ht 
is to the credit of the Colonial Secretary 
that he at once responded to that invita 
tion by stating that he had read Sir Alfred 


Milner’s telegram to the House of 
Commons, and that he expressed 
approval of the proposal, coupled 


with the hope that the new law might be 
a basis of settlement. That telegram wax 
sent off on the 20th July, and I see on 
the same date there appeared what was 
considered an inspired statement in 7% 
Times, that inspired statement—if 

were an inspired statement — alleging 
that these proposals of President Kruger 
were acceptable to Her Majesty’s Govern 
ment and that the diplomatic difficulty 
was at an end. What was the attitude 
of Sir Alfred Milner on the receipt of that 
telegram? Let me make this general 
observation. I say it is the duty of a 
diplomatist who represents this country 
not to spare aay exertion, personal or 
otherwise, that may secure the consumma 
tion of the purpose for which he was sent. 
Sir Alfred Milner, as soon as the Bloem 
fontein Conference was over, and even 
before, was in close touch and communica 
tion with the South African League, and 
with the Uitlander Council at Johannes- 
burg and Newcastle. I do not blame him 


| for this in the first instance. I admit that 


from the people on the spot it was the 
duty of Sir Alfred Milner to ascertain 
what their grievances were, and to in- 
vestigate what redress would satisfy them 
in the event of an arrangement between 
the Government and the Transvaal. It 
was not only his right, but his 
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duty. But it was not a difficult task ; | 


it was an easy task. The Uitlanders’ 
grievances had been stated and re-stated 
over and over again, and it was the duty 
of Sir Alfred Milner to take upon him- | 
self, at any rate jointly with the Colonial | 
Secretary, the duty of deciding whether | 
those grievances were sufficiently met by 
the proposals of the Transvaal Govern- | 
ment. I submit that it was not the duty of 
Sir Alfred Milner to continue, upon every 
shuffle of the cards in this diplomatic 
game, to take the evidence and advice put , 
forward by that body of irreconcilables 
in South Africa, the South African 
League. But what did Sir Alfred Milner 
do? So soon as he received this most 
proper telegram from the Colonial Secre- | 
tary he apparently receives communica- 
tions from the Uitlander Council, and on 
the 22nd July—only two days afterwards 


—sends to the Colonial Secretary a. 
Council | 


memorandum of the Uitlander 
criticising the scheme of the Transvaal 
Government, and stating that he thinks 
that the Uitlander memorandum is de- 
serving of careful perusal, as it shows that 
the details of the measure are such that 
the apparent concessions made by it could 
easily be rendered nugatory in practice. 
That, Sir, is the reply of Sir Alfred 
Milner. Now, if that conclusion had been 
the result of his own examination of the 
draft Bill which was laid in his hands, 
there would be nothing to complain of in 
his conveying that opinion. But instead 
of communicating with President Kruger 
and asking him to modify any objection- 
able features in his scheme, he sends a 
communication to President Kruger that 
he regrets that they have passed the Bill, 
and that they have not given oppor- 
tunities to the British Government to 
criticise it. Now, what were the fruits of 
Sir Alfred Milner’s intervention ? There 
were no communications with the Trans- 
vaal Government except through Mr. 
Conyngham Greene, and I am sure there 
is no fair-minded man on the other 
side of the House who will not 
agree with me when I say that through- 
out the whole of these negotiations 
Mr. Conyngham Greene las displayed 
the most marked bias against the Trans- 
vaal Government, and used language 
which was discourteous and _ insulting. 


[Ministerial cries of “ No.”] It is all very 


well for hon. Members to say “No.” li 
hon. Members were to read the despatches 
I am perfectly sure that they would agree 
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with me that the language used by him is 
not the language which happily usually 
characterises despatches. On 15th August, 
| solicitous of meeting Her Majesty’s 
Government, President Kr uger formulates 
a proposal for a five years franchise. 
That is on the 15th. On the 19th the 
Colonia! Secretary receives from Sir 
Alfred Milner a new proposal, which we 
are told was accepted—that of five years 
franchise and eight seats. It is true it 
was a qualified acceptance, the qualifica- 
tion being the adjustment of differences 
of detail, but we know perfectly well that 
no opportunity was given for that adjust- 
ment. When Sir Alfred Milner received 
that acceptance it would be supposed that 
he would at once place himself in touch 
with President Kruger, show him the 
difficulties, and refer to the points which 
required explanation. Instead of that he 
telegraphs to the Colonial Secretary 
on 23rd August a despatch —con- 
demnatory of the proposals of Presi- 
dent Kruger. He also sends, only 
three days after the right hon. 
Gentleman’s acceptance, a despatch in 
which he says, ‘ This period of suspense 
must be put an end to.” What suspense ! 
The Government had the proposal only 
on the 19th; the answer of the right hon. 
Gentleman accepting the proposal was 
sent on by him on the 20th; but on the 
31st Sir Alfred Milner says that South 
Africa is prepared to go to war—— 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Would the 
hon. Gentleman give the exact quota- 
tion ? 

Mr. ATHERLEY- JONES: I have 


only the dates here. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: What Sir 
Alfred Milner said was that South Africa 
was prepared for extreme measures. 


Mr. ATHERLEY- JONES: I said, 
what is also contained in the despatch, 
that he stated the period of suspense 
must be put an end to. Inasmuch as the 
acceptance of the proposal was not received 


until the 28th or 29th, what justification 


was there for Sir Alfred Milner, in obedi- 
ence to the inflammatory appeals of the 
South African League, to telegraph to the 
Colonial Secretary, “ We cannot wait any 
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longer ; we must have a change,” because 
if the telegram meant anything it was 
that. What were the fruits? The 
Colonial Secretary made no further effort, 
but, influenced—I say unduly influenced 
—by Sir Alfred Milner, sent that des- 
patch in which he said that negotiations 
were at an end. I have not approached 
the consideration of this question with 
any preconceived opinion against Her 
Majesty’s Government. My sympathies, 
in the first instance, were strongly with the 
Uitlanders. I believe I was the only 
English Liberal Member who ventured to 


offer a public apology for the Jameson | 


raid. But after reading these despatches, 
studying the course of the negotiations 
with the Transvaal, and observing the 


total lack of effort on the part of Sir | 


Alfred Milner to bring about a rapproche- 
ment between the two Governments, I 
have been forced to the conclusion that 
this war has been wantonly and without 
sufficient cause entered upon. I have 
constantly been in conversation not only 


with Conservatives, but with that insigni- | 


ficant fraction of Liberals who vote con- 


trary to the traditions of English Liberal | 


policy, and I never heard from any single 
Member that the war is on account of the 
refusal of the Boer Government to grant 
the franchise or the demands of Mr. 


Chamberlain ; the general observation is 


that it is a war for our supremacy in 
South Africa, for the paramountcy of the 
British Crown, for the maintenance of the 
suzerainty. The right hon. Gentleman 


the Member for Bodmin has pointed out, | 
far better than I can hope to do, that the | 


Colonial Secretary has himself repudiated 


that doctrine, and the same course has been | 


pursued by Lord Salisbury in another 
place. What I say is that the issue of 
peace or war which was placed before 
President Kruger was not that of para- 
mountcy or supremacy or suzerainty ; 
the issue was, “If you give us reason- 
able satisfaction in regard to the franchise 
proposals, we will come to terms, and 
in the ordinary course of development 
the Uitlander population under their 
new political rights will be able to 
solve the difficulties which exist.” I wish 
there had been a little more backbone dis- 
played upon these benches with regard to 
these discussions. The Liberal party can 
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| their existence. There is not one of us on 
this side of the House who is not deeply 
touched by the suffering endured and the 
heroism displayed by our soldiers. We 
English Liberals must wish for victory, 
and we believe that victory will rest upon 
| our arms; but at the same time, when this 
conflict is over, when the cold fit comes,. 
then the day of reckoning will arrive, and 
we—* peace at any price” though we 
are tainted with being—who are not 
ashamed to serve under the right hon. 
Gentlemen the Members for West Mon- 
mouth and Montrose, will meet, at no dis- 
tant date, without fear and without dis- 
/may, the sober and deliberate judgment 
of the people of this country. 





*Sm JOHN LUBBOCK (London Uni- 
| versity): After the speech of my right 
| hon. friend the Member for Bodmin, with 
whom] agreeonalmost every other political 
question, I should like to say a few words. 
He observed that although the speech of 
the Colonial Secretary was very clear, 
the despatch he wrote immediately after- 
wards was quite the reverse, while the 
/hon. and learned Member for Plymouth 


‘appeared to have been ‘very much 
astonished that the Colonial Secretary 


should have described his despatch as. 


being a qualified acceptance of the pro- 
posals of the Transvaal. I have read the 
despatch very carefully, and what puzzles 
and surprises me is how my right hon. 
‘friend finds that despatch so difficult to 
understand. It seems to me to be exactly 
what the Colonial Secretary has stated it 
to be—a qualified acceptance of the terms. 
suggested by the Transvaal. The Colonial 
Secretary has been taunted over and over 
again with having by the despatch closed 


read just a few words? After expressing 
approval of some of the suggestions, 


‘the right hon. Gentleman went on to 


| say :— 
‘Her Majesty’s Government agree to a dis- 
cussion of the form and scope of a tribunal of 
| arbitration. . . . Such a discussion . . . will 
| be of the highest importance to the future 
relations of the two countries.” 





the Member for Plymouth or the Trans- 


| 
| vaal Government could have considered 


the door. Will the House allow me to 


It passes my comprehension how either 


never expect to come back to power as | that that closed the door to all further 
representing the opinions of the democracy | negotiations, or justified the Transvaal in 
of this country unless they are more loyal | what was practically a declaration of war. 
to those principles to which they owe | The Colonial Secretary has never stated 


Mr. Atherley-Jones. 
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that this was an absolute acceptance, but 
only that it was a qualified acceptance. 
Some of the conditions insisted on by 
President Kruger were suchas no English 
Government could have agreed to. I 


thought it was only fair to the Colonial | 


Secretary that someone on _ these 
benches should rise after what has been 
said. The hon. Gentleman who last 
addressed the House somewhat severely 
criticised the action of Mr. Conyngham 
Greene, and went so far as to say that he 
thought every Member on this side of the 
House must agree that Mr. Conyngham 
Greene had shown a very unfriendly dis- 
position towards the Transvaal Govern- 
ment. He has quite misunderstood the 
opinion on this side of the House. I 
have read Mr. Conyngham Greene’s 
despatches from one end to the other, but 
I cannot see anything to justify the 
attack of the hon. Member. LEarlier in 
this debate we had a long speech from 
the hon. Member for Northampton, to 
which I listened very carefully. He ap- | 
pears to me to misrepresent entirely what 
has taken place in the course of these nego- 
tiations. He attempted to draw a line of 
distinction before the diplomacy of the 
Prime Minister and that of the Colonial 
Secretary. I yield to no man in my 
admiration for the diplomatic abilities of 
the Prime Minister, but these negotiations 
are the negotiations of the Government 
as a whole ; the Government are respon- 
sible for these despatches, and no doubt 
the Colonial Secretary had the very able 
assistance of the Prime Minister in fram- 
ing all important despatches contained | 
in this Blue Book. I listened with con- 
siderable indignation to the accusation 
against the Government of having been 
anxious to bring on this war—an 
accusation for which not the slightest 
justification can be found, and which 
ought never to have been made. The 
hon. Member for Northampton several 
times described this war as_ being 
“popular” in the country. I think 
the hon. Gentleman has entirely misre- 
presented the feeling of the people. This 
is not a popular war. We all deplore the 
war; but the feeling of the country is 
that it is a war for which we are not re-| 
sponsible ; that it is a war which has been | 
forced upon us, and I firmly believe that 
the verdict of history will be that in this | 
matter England has done her duty. 
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Sm T. GIBSON - CARMICHAEL 
(Edinburgh, Midlothian) : The hon. Mem- 
ber for Northampton has said that the 
position of the Liberal party was clearly 
shown by the division which took place 
the other night, in which he voted with 
the minority. Iam not ashamed of being 
one of the fifteen who voted the other 
day, nor do I consider that by so voting 


I forfeited my right to call myself a 


Liberal. What is the position at this 
present moment of the Liberal party as a 
party I do not know. — The last speaker 
upon this side fereshadowed a campaign 
in which he was going to serve under the 
leadership of the Members for Montrose 
and Monmouth. I listened to the speeches 
of those two right hon. Gentlemen, but I 
did not gather that their policy was at all 
likely to be the policy which must and 
ought to be the policy of the Liberal 
party if they really believe this war is as 
criminal and unnecessary as the Member 
for Northampton supposes. Until I hear 
the view of the other Members I shall 


‘not believe that the Liberal party 


is likely to take an entirely dif- 
ferent one from the one I take 
myself. The hon. Member for North- 
ampton poured contempt on the views 
expressed by the hon. Member for Bishop 
Auckland, stating that those views were 
not worth trusting, because the hon. 
Member had been in South Africa and 
had been the guest of Mr. Rhodes. [have 
not been in South Africa and I have 
never been the guest of Mr. Rhodes. My 
information, such as it is, comes from the 
Blue Books, books such as that by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for South 
Aberdeen, and the newspapers, including 
the one with which the Member for North- 
ampton is said to be connected. I think 
this war is, perhaps, more popular at this 
moment than it deserves to be, and the 
time will come when it will not be so 
popular, when the people will feel what 
the reality of the war is. There will 
then be a temptation for men on my side 
to dwell upon the sins of the Government 


-and not in any way to commit ourselves 
to any justification for the war. I am 
therefore, for one, anxious now to express 
my belief that there is justification. If | 
am wrong my constituents must judge. 
We have heard a great deal about the 
| negotiations, and I am not convinced that 
the negotiations have been carried on as 
skilfully as they might have been. We hear 
| of ill-feeling having been raised among the 
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Boer population. I should not wonder if 
that is so. But surely that ill-feeling was 
caused much more by the Jameson raid, 
for which the Government were not liable 
or responsible, than by the actions of any 
present member of the Government. The 
Raid was a result and not a cause—a 
result of a state of affairs which had gone 
on for many years, and we cannot but be 
convinced that President Kruger and 
his advisers, however high their aims may 
have been, were aiming at an end 
which this country could not ignore. 
I believe there are many Liberals who 
cannot wish to see the continuation of a 
state of affairs which seems to me to be 
opposed to every principle which Liberals 
uphold. A settlement of the difficulty 
must come some day. A reference has 
been made to the settlement that followed 
Majuba. The First Lord of the Treasury 
gave us the other night a definition of that 
policy which may please Members on the 
other side, but which I hope I was right 
in believing was not perhaps quite a com- 
plete definition from his view. At any rate, 
it is not a complete definition from our 
view. Whether that policy was a mistake 
or not I do not intend to argue. It may 
not have been wise, but, at any rate, we 
feel that it is not a settlement of which 
we need be ashamed. We believe it was 
an honest attempt made by a _ high- 
minded man to settle a difficult question 
once for all ina high-minded way. But 
it has not been the success which we 
anticipated. Why? Because the Boer 
rulers did not welcome that high-minded , 
and magnanimous proposal in the spirit 
in which it was made to them. If there 
is any shame in it it should be on the side 
of the Boers. I merely wished to make 
my protest, and to say that I am not one 
of those Liberals who believe that we 
ought to go about the country denouncing 
this war. We regret and deplore the 
war, but we do not believe it is a war 
which is entirely criminal, and it is quite 
arguable whether it could have been 
avoided. 


Mr. HENRY BROADHURST (Leices- 
ter) : I cannot help seizing this opportunity 
of saying that I am not of the “ peace at 
any price” party and never was. It is no 
fault of mine that I am constituted in 
exactly the opposite direction. But with 
regard to this war I havein various parts 
of the country expressed my great regret | 

Sir T. Gibson-Carmichael. 
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as the result of the negotiations and my 
equally strong belief that if peace had 
been honestly desired there would have 
been no difficulty in bringing the negotia- 
tions to a successful issue without spilling 
a single drop of blood. The Member for 
London University said that this war was 
not sought by the Government, but was 
forced upon them, and popular opinion en- 
dorses the view of the right hon. Baronet. 
Exactly, but we differ as to the source 
from which the force came. We believe 
the force came from the South African 
League, the Chartered Company, and 


‘their rich friends. Ishould be very sorry 


to say that the Colonial Secretary intended 
to end these proceedings with bloodshed. 
But anyone with common-sense will say 
with me that he drifted into positions 
worse and worse, from which it became 
difficult to extricate himself, until ulti- 
mately the influence of wealth and of 
South Africa were too strong for him, and 
we are landed in a war which, in spite of 
the opinion of the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Midlothian, I solemnly 
believe to be a great sin and crime against 
humanity. The great mass of the work- 
ing people of the country are against the 
war. The recent great gathering at Ply- 
mouth, representing nearly 2,000,000 
workers, passed a resolution against war. 
Go where you will, if you submit an 
unbiassed statement to a sober, serious 
public meeting, you will have a vote 
against the policy that has ended in war. 
These are my opinions. I am not, as I 
have said, a ‘peace at any price” man, 
but the consequences and the responsi- 


‘bilities of this war will be on the heads 


of the present Government, and the day 
of reckoning—it may be near or it may 
be far—will come when England will be 
again sober, and when stockbrokers’ 
clerks with flimsy bannerettes will not be 
taken as interpreting the feeling of this 
nation. I believe that the day will come 
when those who, like the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for Bodmin and the 
hon.and learned Member for Plymouth, and 
those who on this side of the House have 
braved the difficulties that surround them, 
have declared for truth and justice, and 
have done their best to restrain your 
enthusiasm and your wild delight when 
you obtain a victory over untrained and 
undisciplined forces, will be justified. We 
are now in a state of war, and we all 
wish a speedy success to our arms. Our 
country may be right or wrong but our 
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country before all when in danger. I wish 
for a speedy success because I believe 
that it is the surest way of husbanding 
the resources of the Transvaal and of 
preventing a greater shedding of blood. 
I hope victory will crown the arms of 
England, as itis bound to do, because of 
England’s superior discipline and arms, 
because of the trained condition of her 
men and the science and skill of her 
officers. 


hered by the Government who may 
have to bring to a conclusion the settle- 
ment after the war, and that impossible, 
unjust, or unreasonable terms will not be 
imposed upon a gallant and brave foe. I 
utter these words because it is just 
possible that all this bloodshed will be 
brought to a conclusion many months 
hefore the House meets again, and it is on 
these grounds that I venture to say here 
what I said before, and what I will con- 
tinue to say, that I believe this war is an 
unnecessary, and therefore an unjust war. 
If hon. Members listened attentively to 
the speech of the Colonial Secretary this 
afternoon they would have heard him dis- 
close a foregone conclusion in favour of 
war. He said that there was a gulf—the 
breadth and depth of which he did not 
describe—existing between this country 
and the Transvaal which the franchise or 
any other conditions could not bridge 
over. This seems to justify the opinion 
of those of us who feared from the 
beginning that nothing but war would 
finish up the negotiations, because war 
was fully determined upon when the 
negotiations were commenced by those 
who control the Government. If the 


Government were controlled by its own | 


Cabinet, instead of being influenced by 
the South African League and_ the 
Chartered Company, I believe that the 
Prime Minister would have been able to 
prevent bloodshed. May I put a question 
to the First Lord of the Treasury ! There 
is scarcely, I suppose, an hon. Member in 
this House who has not relatives or 
friends in the ranks of our Army in South 
Africa. They come from every village 
and small town, and may I appeal 
to him to see that the information 
which is so readily supplied by the 
War Office, and which is within reach of 
the residents of London, may be tele- 
graphed to the other great centres in the 
country and publicly exhibited? I think 


that would be a great advantage, and 
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that it would remove much anxiety on 
the part of the relatives and friends of 
those in the field. I think it would not 
| be a great strain on the resources of the 
| Treasury, and that it would not cause 
| very great trouble at the War Office, 
whereas it would be universally appre- 
ciated by all who are interested in the 
welfare of our gallant men now in the 
field in South Africa. 


(Appropriation) Bill. 


I hope that in that day some | 
sense of British generosity will be remem- 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manchester, 
E.): As to the diffusion of news—and 
especially news as to the safety of our 
soldiers—I should, of course, be glad to 
do anything I can to further an object 
with which all must sympathise. But I 
should have thought that the existing 
machinery of the newspaper press is far 
more effectual than anything which the 
Government coulddo. But it is a matter 
about which I will make inquiry, and if 
anything can be done to make the distri- 
bution of information more rapid, we 
shall be glad to do it. May I now make 
an appeal to the House with regard to 
the conclusion of this debate? I recog- 
nise that this is the last opportunity in 
the present session on which the policy of 
the Government can be discussed ; and if 
there are gentlemen who have not already 
expressed their opinions, and who think 
it their duty to their constituents to 
express them by speech as well as by 
vote, I have no right to interfere with 
their discretion. But I press the great 
advisability of bringing this debate to a 
conclusion as soon as possible, because 
there are other matters which must be 
dealt with to-night, and it would be a 
universal convenience to reach the Finance 
Bill as soon as possible. 


Mr. DILLON: I should imagine that 
the Finance Bill, judging by our expe- 
‘rience the other night, will not take much 
time to-night. I think it was discussed, 
practically speaking, only by the Irish 
Members. The right hon. Gentleman 
has shown a spirit of fair play in declining 
to make any effort to curtail forcibly the 
last opportunity which we will have of 
| discussing these questions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
| said I recognise that. 


Mr. DILLON: I was thanking the 
right hon. Gentleman for the fair spirit 
he has shown. 


I distinctly 
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Mr. A. J, BALFOUR: Oh, I beg the | this country. My attention has been 
hon. Member’s pardon. called to the fact that in what I would 
call the happier days of the right hon. 
Mr. DILLON: I would certainly feel Gentleman, the Secretary of State for the 
myself rather hardly treated, although I| Colonies, who was then plain Mr. 
have spoken frequently during these | Chamberlain, Member for Birmingham, 
debates, if I had not been allowed an/ used to work shoulder to shoulder most 
opportunity of speaking to-night, partly | heartily with the Irish Members, whose 
because of certain observations made by | assistance he was always very glad 
the Colonial Secretary, who devoted a /| and grateful to get in the various assaults 
considerable portion of his speech to the | he was accustomed to make on the Tory 
Irish Members, and partly because of a Government and on his own Leader, 
ferocious personal attack delivered whom he deseribed as Rip van Winkle, 
against me by an hon. Member of which | and who is now the Duke of Devonshire. 
I have only been able to get particulars) During the Zulu war, and when the 
from friends who were present. The | disaster at Isandula had occurred, only a 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of | few days before, the right hon. Gentleman 
State for the Colonies devoted a consider- | used this language :-— 
able portion of his speech to a criticism “H Pm Re es i He 
of the attitude of the Irish Members sate mete eng eth at Ae dem gy: Al 
: admiration to the eloquent language of the 
during these debates, and he repeated the | hon. Member for Louth. He (Mr. Chamber 
statement that he himself had previously | lain) had studied the papers which had been 
made, and which was also made in a/| Presented to the House with reference to the 
very humorous and amusing way by the eran wee Sane See. 
be wl oS . 8 selves engaged in, and he must say that as 
First Lord of the Treasury, but which I far as those papers went, as far as the in- 
am obliged to characterise as untrue, as | formation went which had at present been 
far as I am myself concerned. The state- | @florded to Members of the House, he believed 


ment that we are always, apart from the aot ea m dk aig ge Bg 
merits of the case, and without any | iniquitous and as unjust as any in which this 
reference to race or creed or religion or | country had ever been engaged.” 
circumstances, opposed to this country in ; 

any war in which it may be engaged—I | I should like to hear the Colonial Secre- 
speak entirely for myself—is not accurate. | tary on the Mr. Chamberlain of those 
I have always endeavoured to judge any | days, who, on the very eve of a terrible 
war or controversy in which this country | disaster to the forces of the country, took 
is engaged according to its merits. Itake ‘the side of this savage Chief, and 
two recent instances. When England denounced the Government as_ being 
was engaged in forcibly setting free the | engaged in a most iniquitous and unjust 
people of Crete my sympathies were with | war. What right has the right hon. Gen- 
the gallant English officer who outran the | tleman to denounce me and the [rsh 
orders of his Government on that occasion. | Members as always sympathising, without 
And if England had had the courage, as | reference to the merits of the case, with 
she ought to have, and had shown the | the enemies of this country, when he 
same zeal as she now displays on such a} sympathised with Cetewayo and_ the 
gigantic scale for the removal of the! Zulus? Am I not, therefore, justified 1 
largely—I will not say entirely-—bogus | describing the right hon. Gentleman as a 
grievances of the Uitlanders, to control | man who sympathises with savage chiet- 
the gigantic iniquities of the Sultan when | tains when they are at war with 
he committed atrocities unparalleled in| England?) Then he went on to 
the whole history of the world, my sym-| palm off on the House a comparison 
pathies would have been heartily with her. | which he has already made in a 
On what ground did the Colonial Secretary | letter published in America, and which | 
base that charge—a charge which, so far | think the American people will accept as 
as I am personally concerned, I absolutely | one of the cruellest insults which has ever 
repudiate and denounce as an unfounded | been levelled against them by a respon- 
and grossly offensive charge? He based sible man. When the Colonial Secre- 
it on the ground that on this occasion, | tary attempts to justify the war upon 
and on certain other occasions, the Irish | the ‘Iransvaal by saying that it is 
Members and the Irish people have ex- | analogous to that which arose when the 
pressed sympathy with the enemies of| United States of America attempted to 





pessasn 


SN aed 








_— 


ne ee i. oe me 


ate utrpap 





sKaNK pe, 





677 Consolidated Fund 
intervene in Cuba, in order to put an end 
to the condition of things there, he is 
making a tax upon the ignorance of some 
Members of the House and pandering to 
the prejudices of others. Nothing could 
be more preposterous than to make such 
a comparison. What was the condition 
of things in Cuba when the United 
States decided to intervene? In Cuba a 
rebellion had raged for upwards of three 
years, which the people of Spain were 
quite unable to put down, and there had 
been an almost unparalleled destruction 


of life and of property, a great deal of | 


which belonged to the United States. 
Upwards of 20,000 people, according to 
most accounts, had died of starvation, in 
addition to which there were the terrible 
ravages of war. Is it alleged for a single 
moment that on the Rand a condition of 
things existed which could be compared 
with the condition of things in Cuba ? 
The case has only to be stated in order to 
show what a monstrous and cruel libel it 
is on the United States of America to 
compare their action in the matter of 
Cuba with the action of this country in 
the matter of the speculators and 
Uitlanders on the Rand. No, Sir, the 
people on the Rand had very little to 
complain of, and there is this remarkable 
fact which has characterised the whole of 
this debate, viz. that in the abundant 
crop of reckless statements not an atom 
of evidence from beginning to end has 
heen forthcoming as to any real grievances 
of the people. What did I read in The 
Times the other day 2 I quote The Times 
because it is the chief Rhodesian organ of 
London, and one of the main instruments 
in bringing about this war. A correspon- 
dent of Zhe Times went down to Plymouth 
and interviewed a large body of 300 
Cornish miners who were returning from 
the Rand in consequence of the threatened 
outbreak of war. And what did these 
miners say ? The correspondent ef The 
Times sums up his impressions. He said 
their statement was that they had no 
grievances which troubledthem ; that they 
were making good wages—better indeed 
than they could make in any other part 
of the world ; that they did not want the 
franchise ; and that they did not believe 
one-tenth of the whole of the 
citizens on the Rand would take the 
franchise it it were offered then. I might 


other papers to the same effect. 
Uitlander petition was signed, xaid the 


British | 
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miners, because it was brought round by 
the “bosses,” and they had to sign or 
clear out. But they had no substantial 
grievances, and they were quite content, 
with the vast majority of their fellows, to 
make money and return home to their 
families. If, as I believe, that is the true 
state of the case, then the pretexts on 
which this war has been declared are 
false from beginning to end. We have 


'been told lately by the Prime Minister 


himself and the Colonial Secretary that 


| one of the main reasons for this war was 


that England had been somewhat neglect- 
ful in her duty towards the native popula- 
tion of South Africa, and that now she 
felt it to be her duty to insist upon the 
better treatment of the natives. That is 
a reason which was thought of at the 
last moment, in order to bring within the 
war party large sections of philanthropic 
but ignorant people in this country who 
knew nothing at all about it. I consider 
that to be a peculiarly cruel statement, 
trotted out not in the earlier days of the 
controversy, when the representatives of 
the Boer Government had the newspapers 
of the world open to them and could have 
replied to these charges, but at the last 
moment, when the Boers could not reply, 
and war had broken out. Not one word 
was said at Bloemfontein on the subject, 
nor was it made a previous subject of any 
demands in the course of the negotiations. 
I assert without fear of contradiction that 
the whole of this statement with regard 
to the treatment of the natives is false 
from beginning to end, and I assert posi- 
tively that the Boers of the Transvaal and 
of the Orange Free State have treated the 
natives very much better than the British 
Government. Wher. the earlier settlers, 
says Mr. Ting, who speaks with great 
authority on the subject, came to Natal, 
they found from 5,000 to 6,000 natives 
in the country. From 1836 to 1843- 

that is the date when you commenced to 
drive the Boers out of Natal and to de- 
stroy the independence of the Natal 
Republic—this population increased from 
6,000 to 100,000, through the natives 
coming out and placing themselves under 
the protection of the Republic. If they 
were badly treated by the Republic, why 
were so many thousands placing them- 
selves under the protection of the Re- 


| public ? 
quote from the JJuanchester Guardivn and | 


The | 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is now going back a very 
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long way—to the first occupation of | 
| disgraceful charges against the Govern- 


Natal. 


Mr. DILLON: I shall not elaborate 
the point at all. I have only quoted 
these figures to prove that the natives 
have, by the most overwhelming proof 
that could be given, shown that they had 
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with having made certain scandalous and 


ment, and with saying that they were 
inciting the Basutos to attack the Orange 
Free State. I did notsay that. What I 


‘did say was that certain newspapers 


and I 


heen well treated by the Boers, because | 
d ’ 


wherever the Boers settled the natives 
flocked in and the population of the 
natives increased. If they were so badly 
treated by the Boer farmers, as we have 
been told, and if, under British Bechuana- 
land, under the Chartered Company, and 
under all the surrounding territories, they 
got getter treatment, how can you recon- 
cile the fact that they have settled in 
these enormous numbers under the Boers ? 


situation very much more serious. 


in this country had incited the Basutos, 
stand by that statement. 
The telegrams published to-day make the 
I am 
challenged to name any paper which has 
given this incitement. I find in the 
Standard of September 28—long before 
Kruger delivered his ultimatum—a state- 


iment to the effect that the news from 


native territories was well calculated to 
give pause to even the most adventurous 


spirits at Bloemfontein, for it was clear 


I say that the facts which I have quoted | 


are to my mind abundant proof that the 
treatment of the natives under the Boer 
farmers and in the independent Republies 
has been good on the whole, and at all 
events better than in other parts of 
the country under British government. 
I turn for a moment to another proof of 
the statement--to the report of Sir 
Richard Martin in reference to the 
administration of the South Africa Com- 
pany, issued so recently as 1897. It was 
found by Sir Richard that compulsory 
labour did undoubtedly exist in Matabe- 
leland, if not in Mashonaland also—that 
in fact there was slavery. In the face of 
this fact can any hon. Gentleman get up 
and claim that the treatment of the 
natives by the Imperial Government—as 


represented by the Chartered Company— | 


was better than the treatment of them by 
the Boer farmers? I could give further 
testimony on this point. We have the 
statement of a Minister whose word has 
not been impugned, that it was the prac- 
tice of Englishmen under the Chartered 
Company to raid native villages and carry 
off women for their own use. That, in- 
deed, was one of the causes of the 
rebellion. And yet you are using these 
calumnies against the Boers in order to 
drive them from the land which they took 
over as a wilderness and have made to 
prosper! Natal was discovered by the 
Boers long before the British set foot 
there. The whole of this campaign of 
alleged atrocities and_ ill-treatment by 
the Boers of the natives is unjust and 
untrue. I come now to the speech of the 


hon. Member for Bishop Auckland. He, 
charged me, in very violent language, 


the natives near the Orange Free State 
were not likely to remain inactive spec- 
tators. The language of the article 
throughout was such as to convey to the 
Basuto chiefs theimpression that we looked 
to have their assistance in case of war. 
Hon. Members opposite may doubt it, 
but the Basutos are an _ intelligent 
people, and read extracts from these news- 
papers which are telegraphed from Eng- 
land. Then again we have the remarkable 
telegram from Sir Godfrey Lagden, which 
was published in this morning’s papers. 
It has an important bearing upon this 
question of the natives. It is a despatch 
evidently intended to be used in the 
future, and it forms, to my mind, most 
unpleasant reading. It conveys to my 
mind the impression that Sir Godfrey 
Lagden believes and expects that the 
Basutos will invade the Orange Free 
State, and that he is preparing his 
defence for that action. Sir Godfrey 
Lagden does not give the slightest 
proof of his statement that “the Boers 
have unwisely attempted to shake the 
allegiance of the Basutos to Her Majesty’s 
Government,” and the whole of the 
telegram indicates a distinct anticipation 
that the Basutos may possibly get the 
hint and be let loose on the white people, 


‘and that the ground is being laid for 


saying it is all the fault of the Boers. If 


‘the Basutos are encouraged, or incited, 


‘or allowed—for they are 


under the 
control of Her Majesty’s Government— 
to invade the Free State, it will be one of 


ithe blackest and most infamous acts in 


the history of this country. Let me say 
this in conclusion: I notice in a long 
review Mr. Fitzpatrick admits that one 
of the chief grievances of the Uitlanders 
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was that President Kruger’s Government 
refused to cheapen production, and that 
on the contrary the official rate of 
wages in the Transvaal was increased from 
£2 18s. 10d. in 1893 to £3 3s. 6d. in 1895. 
In 1895 in the Transvaal the wages 
averaged £3 3s. 6d. a month, and in the 
other South African States from 15s. to 
30s. Does that look as if the natives on 
the Rand and in the Transvaal were 
treated worse than the natives in the 
other States? I very much doubt, if 
Rhodes and the Colonial Secretary 
triumph in this war, and there should be 
a reduction of wages in consequence, 
whether the natives will prefer it. 


Str ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 


It all goes in drink. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : Oh, 


what ashame! It is horrible. 


Mr. DILLON: If the hon. Member 
for Sheffield goes tothe Rand and asks 
the natives if they prefer that state of 
things or the state as it was under 
the South African Republic, I wonder 
whether he will be satisfied with the 
answer. I turn to another point. For 
many weeks a campaign has been carried 
on against the Boers in_the newspapers 
under the heading of “ Boer atrocities,” 
and every form of libel has been urged 
against these unfortunate people. I will 
draw attention to three or four of these 
statements in order to prove that they 
are deliberate falsehoods disseminated for 
the purpose of inflaming the war passion. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman is wandering from the 
subject. While the hon. Gentleman is 
entitled to discuss the policy of the 
Government in reference to the war, he is 
out of order in including in the discussion 
statements in newspapers for which the 
Grovernment are not responsible. 


Mr. DILLON: I shall not go further 
than a particular page of this newspaper, 
and I think, Sir, you will admit that I am 
in order here, because these things were 
referred to and dwelt upon and made 
much of by the Colonial Secretary. Am 
I not therefore entitled to show that the 
statements from beginning to end are 
false % 


Mr. SPEAKER: I am not aware of 


any debate having taken place on those 
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statements. Possibly there have been 
statements made in which the Boers have 
been charged with being cruel, but I am 
not aware that there has. been any debate 
upon them. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): On a point of order, Sir, 
how can the hon. Gentleman prove that 
they are false ? 


Mr. DILLON: I have selected a series 
of these statements, and I am prepared to 
prove that they are false. I take one case 
of alleged ill-treatment of the Uitlanders. 
What “really happened was that a party 
of Uitlanders coming down from the 
Transvaal indecently assaulted a coloured 
girl, and the police were obliged to 
interfere—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman 
is now doing exactly the thing which I 
desired him 1 not todo. The hon. Member 
will not be in order in dealing with these 
statements. They will give rise to counter 
statements, and we shall thus wander 
altogether from the only question before 
us—the question of the policy of the 
Government. 


Mr. DILLON: I will not say anything 
further now, but on another occasion [| 
shall prove that these statements are un- 
true and unfounded. Now, let me turn 
for a moment to the historical aspect of 
the case. What appears to me to have 
been overlooked to a very large extent is 
the historical claim of this people to be a 
free and independent nation. Many hon. 
Gentlemen appear to be of opinion that 
the Colonial Secretary and the Govern- 
ment are morally justified in assuming to- 
wards this people a tone of superiority. 
I am convinced that a great deal of the 
mischief which has arisen and culminated 
in this disastrous war is due to the 
fact that that aspect of the case was 
forced to the front by the despatches of 
the Colonial Secretary. During the 
whole period of their history this people 
have had only too much ground to sus- 
pect the British Government. They went 
into the Transvaal and the Orange Free 
State from Natal because they were re- 
fused by the British Government any 
share in the government of the country, 
and they founded these two Republics, 
which had no more to do with the 
suzerainty or overlordship of _ this 
country than if they had been founded on. 
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the other side of the globe. The Orange 
Free State was then annexed, but on a 
subsequent occasion the Government 
solemnly cut off the Orange Free State 
and declared it a free and_ inde- 
pendent country. From 1842, when the 
British troops first came to Natal, which 
by the fathers of these people who are 
now fighting had been redeemed from a 
howling wilderness, they have constantly 
been molested. On that occasion the 
Volksraad protested against your action, 
and the eloquent words used then 
are just as applicable now. You drove 
the Boers out of Natal in 1843, and 
from that time you have never ceased 
to plot against those unhappy men, and 
to incite the natives against them. It is 
all very well to criticise Mr. Kruger’s 
policy. Mr. Kruger would have been 
more than human if he had approached 
these negotiations in any other way than 
that of a man steeped in suspicion, re- 
membering the persistent, unjustifiable, 
and cruel way in which you have con- 
tinually helped — directly sometimes, 
sometimes indirectly—to rob that people 
of their liberty. I say that to keep the 
question of the suzerainty and the over- 
lordship of this country to the front in 
these negotiations was to make war 
inevitable, as the Colonial Secretary says 
it all along was, and to justify to the 
fullest possible extent the action taken by 
the Transvaal Government in their ex- 
tremity. We have seen the beginning of 
this war. An enormous quantity of 
blood will be shed and a great deal of 
suffering will be caused in this country. 
I am sorry that this should be the case. 
The soldiers and officers have nothing to 
do with the cause of the war, and they 
are bound to do their duty when they are 
called upon, even when the war is unjust. 
But what, after all, is the amount of 
suffering in this country compared with 
the suffering which you are _ inflicting 
upon the South African people? Here 
‘one man in a thousand, perhaps one man 
in ten thousand, goes to the war, and 
your life goes on as we see it in this 
great city, practically unaffected, or but 
slightly affected. But in the Transvaal 
the result of this most terrible war will be 
carried home to every homestead. I read 
in yesterday’s newspaper a letter from 
an Englishwoman living still in Johan- 
nesburg, who, like most people who have 
been to Johannesburg, condemned the 
war as unnecessary. 


Mr. Dillon. 
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trains passing from Johannesburg on their 
way to the front crowded with burghers, 
and mentioned the fact that, amongst 
those going to the front, were nume?ous 
boys as young as fourteen who had been 
armed, by the side of men of seventy. 
When you have slaughtered a third of the 
whole population of the Transvaal, do you 
think the time will come to knit the two 
races together in harmony? We must 
have many thousands slaughtered before 
that happy event can be arrived at, and 
for my part, having read, and read with 
sympathy and enthusiasm, the past 
history of this race, I do not believe that 
even the terrible slaughter and punish- 
ment which you now propose to inflict 
upon them will bring them under the 
harrow or crush their spirit. You may 
garrison their country, you may carry to 
every home in the Transvaal the sad 
tidings of death, you may make every 
woman in the Transvaal a mourner 
through this war; but you will not 
break the spirit of these people. This 
war is to them an inspiration. They 
have never turned their backs upon a foe, 
and they will never for a single moment 
be false to that love of liberty and noble 
spirit whizh is prepared to sacrifice every- 
thing rather than bow the neck under the 
yoke of the oppressor. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I, who 
have already spoken several times upon 
this question, would not have ventured to 
trespass upon the time of the House 
again had I not been present when the 
Colonial Secretary delivered his second 
speech this afternoon. The right hon. 
Gentleman made certain references to the 
action of the Irish Members in these 
debates, and he also referred to their 
attitude in the American and Spanish 
war. Certainly I, as one who sympa- 
thised extremely with the United States 
in that war, and did not hesitate to ex- 
press that sympathy on every occasion, 
cannot allow the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech to pass without endeavouring to 
show why I, at least, consider the greatest 
possible difference exists between the 
causes which led to that war and the 
causes which have most unfortunately 
led to the present war in the Transvaal. 
Before proceeding to show what I con- 
sider the difference to be, I may say, in 
passing, that I was somewhat amused to 
hear the Colonial Secretary pay a hand- 
some compliment to the chivalry and 
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fairplay always shown in this House by 
the hon. Member for South Mayo, 
who declared this afternoon his determi- 
nation to resign to-morrow. That only 
bears out what my observation has taught 
me since I entered public life. An Irish 
Nationalist, in order to have a eulogium 
passed upon him, must do one of two 
things to secure a eulogy from statesmen : 


he must either die and be buried, or | 


resign and be expected to give no further 
trouble to the House of Commons. As 
compliments can only be purchased in 
this way, I can assure the right hon. 
Gentleman that I personally am no 
candidate for compliments. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that because we 
sympathised with the United States, 
therefore we should sympathise with 
England in the attack on the Trans- 
vaal. He said that the United States 
went to war with Spain in order to put 
down intolerable oppression, and that 
England has gone to war in order to put 
down intolerable oppression in the Trans- 
vaal. Why, Sir, the case is exactly the 
reverse, The United States went to war 
with Spain in order to liberate from in- 
tolerable oppression the Cuban people, 
who had been struggling year after year, 
generation after generation, against the 
tyranny of Spain. This war with the 
Transvaal has been waged not to deliver 
the Uitlanders from intolerable oppres- 
sion or anything like that which the 
Cubans underwent, but rather to put 
upon the original owners of the Transvaal 
a government which is foreign to them, 
and arule which cannot prove anything 
but detestable to them. However, there 
might be some analogy between the cases 
of Spain and the Transvaal if you could 
show me that the Uitlanders, whose 
alleged wrongs are to be redressed, be- 
haved in anything like the same way that 
the Cubans behaved. The Cubans fought 
for years... Did the Transvaal men ever 
strike one blow to assert what they con- 
sidered to be their rights and privileges ? 
If you could show that the Uitlanders of 
the Transvaal, like the inhabitants of 
Cuba, had been in arms struggling for 
three or four years against tyranny, then 
you might make some case for going to 


help them ; or if you could show, as was | 


the immediate cause of the outbreak of 
this war between Spain and the United 
States, that the Transvaal burghers had 
blown up one of your first-rate iron- 
clads, and had killed some three or four 
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hundred of your brave sailors, then you 
could, with some justice, say that there was 
some slight parallel between the case of 
Spain and the United States. No, Sir, 
the United States went to war with Spain 
to free Cuba, and Cuba is free to-day, 
practically speaking. You are going to 
war with the Transvaal, and you are going 
to place a majority of the inhabitants 


of the Transvaal under a Govern- 
ment which will be foreign to 


them. I listened in vain to the speech 
of the Colonial Secretary, and to every 
speech on the Opposition side, to get some 
tangible proof that the average Uitlander 
of the Transvaal has been subjected to 
oppression or to outrage. With regard to 
the question of franchise, no doubt after 
a certain number of years people in a 
foreign country ought to receive the 
franchise. That, I believe, was one of 
the grievances of the Uitlanders. The 
difference over the franchise is one of two 
years. President Kruger offered seven 
years ; the Government insisted upon five. 
If that is your only reason for war, you 
are going to bring about all this terrible 
carnage, misery, and desolation simply on 
a question as to whether the Colonial 
Secretary with five years or President 
Kruger with seven was right. Another 
grievance is that the Uitlanders are 
taxed beyond all proportion. The Uit- 
landers, no doubt, pay heavier taxes 
than the ordinary natives. But is that 
such a great injustice? What do the 
Uitlanders get in return? Why, they 
have made fortunes there ; many of them 
have become millionaires because of the 
gold and the precious metals they have 
been allowed to take from the soil of the 
Transvaal, And not only have the mil- 
lionaires cause to bless the day they were 
allowed to mine in the land, but the 
ordinary workers have received better 
wages in the Transvaal than miners in any 
other part of the wide world. Leaving 
aside the questions of the franchise and 
taxation, where is the slightest proof of 
any other disability under which the Uit- 
landers suffer? We have had the case of 
Edgar trotted out now and again, where a 
policeman killed a Uitlander in the 
course of a drunken brawl—a thing which 
happens in any part of the world, and 
which may naturally be expected to occur 
in mining centres, where such rough and 
ready characters congregate. Not a single 
proof has been adduced nor a single in- 
stance given to show that the Uitlanders 
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were not allowed to live as peaceably and | 
with as much freedom from molestation 
of any kind as foreigners resident in any 
country on the face of the earth. Yet we 
are told that British subjects were per- 
petually insulted. At the time of the 
Jameson raid we were told by the Poet 
Laureate that Dr. Jameson went as a 
gentleman to the rescue of British women 
and children in Johanneshurg who were ! 
in danger of their lives and honour. 
I challenge anyone here to instance one 
case where a British woman or child in any 
part of the Transvaal has heen subjected to 
outrage, intrigue, ill-treatment, or insult. 
This Poet Laureate, and these other 
gentlemen who play on the passions of 
the people of this country by telling these 
outrageous falsehoods about the burghers, 
instead of being given positions of honour, 
ought to be punished as being calculated 
to lead to crime and misunderstanding 
between the people of the two countries. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: The 
Poet Laureate has withdrawn that state- 
ment. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: A state- 
ment of that kind may he made and with- 
drawn, but-—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: A discussion on what 
the Poet Laureate may or may not have 
said is scarcely in order on the Appropria- 
tion Bill. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: T will 
not refer to the precious Poet Laureate 
again. But I was endeavouring to show 
that the war had been brought about by 
misrepresentations, and that such allega- 
tions as I have referred to are utterly 
false, and that it cannot be said with truth 
that any serious outrage has been com- 
mitted upon British subjects in the 
Transvaal. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The general state- 
ment of the hon. Member is not out of 
order, but it would be altogether out | 
of order to discuss the question as to 
whether certain words were used by cer- 
tain persons, whether Poet Laureate or 
any other person, It would be quite im- 
possible to carry on the debate on those 
lines. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I was 


endeavouring to show—— 


Mr. William edmond. 
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laughter.]} Really I think when the 
newspapers are full, morning and evening, 
of harrowing details of the carnage of 
war, and of the spilling of the blood of 
our friends and relatives, Members should 
not be so very hilarious upon a subject 


of this kind. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 


The shares are going up. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I was 
endeavouring to show that the Jameson 
raid was brought about by statements of 
this kind, and the policy of Her Majesty’s 
Government in declaring war is defended 
on the ground of the existence of such 
grievances and outrages. What other 
reason is there for the war? There is 
the question of suzerainty. Nobody has 
been able to deftne what suzerainty in 
the Transvaal exactly means. Para 
mountcy, suzerainty — different words 
have been used, but the meaning of 
neither has been definitely exp!ained. It 
is generally supposed to have meant that 
the Transvaal had no right to enter into 
an alliance or engagement with any 
foreign country without the cognisance 
of the Government of this country. Ii 
that is suzerainty, when have the Boers 
attempted to evade it? Nothing of the 
kind has been done. Surely, when 
dealing with a term so vague, and so 
little understood, it would have been time 
enough to go to war when the Transvaal 
had in defiance of the suzerainty entered 
into relations with some foreign Power 
which they were not entitled to. What, 
then, are the reasons for the war? 
Because of seven years instead of five for 
the franchise? Because there is some 
vague idea that at some future date the 
Transvaal may object to what you call 
the suzerainty ? Are these the reasons 
why a bloody and horrible war has been 
entered upon? Ah! Mr. Speaker, we 
are told that the negotiations broke down, 
that the Colonial Secretary exhausted 
every possible degree of patience with the 
Transvaal. Iam not surprised that the 
negotiations broke down when I hear the 
speeches of the right hon. Gentleman 
himself. These people are brave, and 
they are fighting for what they think is 
right. And yet how does the chivalrous 
Gentleman on the Government Bench 
speak of them? He said that what 
brought about most of the trouble was 
that the Transvaal burghers wanted to 
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have a free hand with the natives, or, to 
use what he called a “ vulgar expression,” 
they wanted to be allowed to wallop their 
own niggers. <A truly nice phrase to use 
with regard to a brave people that are 
fighting against you like men! That 
phrase perhaps indicates the fine spirit 
of contempt and intolerance which under- 
lay most of the negotiations of the 
right hon. Gentleman. No one can be 
surprised that with that spirit and temper 
exemplified the negotiations did not come 
to a successful issue. Then we are told 
that Mr. Kruger was “crooked” with his 
negotiations. What does “crooked” 
mean in diplomacy or in politics? I hold 
that, in order not to deserve that epithet, 
a diplomatist or politician should stand 
consistently by his party, by his friends, 
and by his early declarations ; then no- 
body would call him “ crooked.” But to 
be called “ crooked” a man should desert 
his leader, desert his policy, swallow all 
his early declarations, and go in for 
things which in his youth he objected to 
and fought against as strongly as any- 
body could do. That is what I should 
eall being “crooked.” But I am only a 
mere Irish Member, and, as such, I will 
not use such a phrase in describing any- 
body, whether President Kruger or the 
Colonial Secretary. I will conclude by 
referring to what in my opinion is the 
most sad and miserable thing in connec- 
tion with the whole of this horrible 
trouble, and that is, that arbitration, as a 
means of settlement, has been completely 
ignored. One may say that for a great 
Power to arbitrate in the case of a dispute 
with a small Power is to “come down,” 
and is undignified. Nothing of the kind 
Nothing of the kind. I see the whole 
world protesting against war and believing 
in peace, and arbitration secures that 
justice shall be done without resorting to 
war. I say that a great Power like 
England, which adopts a course of this 
kind against a Power like the Transvaal, 
adopts a course which justice and liberty 
loving men in all parts of the world would 
respect. The Transvaal repeatedly offered 
to have this matter left to arbitration. 
What had you to fear? If the Boers had 
treated the Uitlanders as you allege the 
arbitrator would consider it. Adopting 
the usual course, the arbitrator would not 
be a citizen of the Transvaal or of this 
country, but he would be some man in 
whose strict impartiality both parties 
would have confidence, and if it is true 
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‘that the Boers have treated us out- 
rageously, as you say they have, then 
why not arbitrate? What reason have 
you to believe that an arbitrator would 
not hold the scales of justice equally 
between you, and do full justice to your 
subjects in the Transvaal, if these outrages 
of which youcomplainaretrue? There isno 
reason why there should not have been 
arbitration, and it is a miserable thing to 
see despatches showing appeal after appeal 
for submitting the whole case to arbitra- 
tion which were refused on the part of 
this country. I can only say that I for 
one feel sincerely glad that, whatever 
the outcome of this war may be, I at 
least have not in any way the slightest 
responsibility for it. We are told by the 
Colonial Secretary and by the right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Treasury 
that Irishmen, under every conceivable 
circumstance, are against this country. 
There is something that Irishmen are 
more consistently opposed to than English 
men are, and that is tyranny. Show us 
any country, any race, or any people in 
any portion of the world who we believe 
are having their just national rights taken 
from them, and we will support them, 
whether they are attacked by England or 
by any other Power. The right hon. 
Gentleman said it was inevitable that 
Irishmen should upon occasions like this 
always be against England. If the Irish 
people are liable to come to a conclusion 
against war and the policy of this country, 
it is because they consider that they have 
been badly treated by England in Ireland. 
If you only granted to Ireland what you 
profess you are willing to grant to the 
30ers I should not be surprised to see 
Irishmen following the example of your 
colouies in any just cause. It is exactly 
because those colonies which are help- 
ing you have received from you what 
you have denied to us that they are with 
you, and that is the reason why we are 
against you in this war. I know that 
people are divided on matters of this 
kind, and I have as much reason as most 
Members of this House to regret the 
horrible loss of blood and the carnage 
which is taking place in South Africa. | 
regret it, because I believe it is unjust and 
cruel to the Boers, because I believe 
these little Republics, if they had been left 
alone, would have given your subjects all 
that they desire. I regret this bloodshec! 
because it is caused by the invasion of 
the rights of these small Republics. 
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Although I may not be believed in this 
House, I say I object to this war because 
it is cruel and unjust to the Boers. I 
object to this war also because, in my 
heart, I believe it is cruel and unjust to 
your own people as well. I believe that 
nobody can read the list that is published 
of the deaths and the merciless wounds 
inflicted upon ofticers and men in English 
and Ivish regiments with anything but 
feelings of pain and regret. As far as we 
are concerned, at least, Irishmen can say 
that with regard to this terrible policy 
they had no share in it. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary 
referred in a very sneering manner 
to the letter written by Mr. Selous, who 
is an Englishman who hopes for a speedy 
success of the British arms. Mr. Selous 
has lived for thirty years in South Africa, 
and any man who has read his letter and 
has listened to the speech in reply made 
by the Colonial Secretary must admit 
that Mr. Selous has made out an unanswer- 
able case, and certainly the right hon. 
Gentleman, with his cheap sneers about 
never killing big game, has not answered 
Mr. Selous’s indictment. The Colonial 
Secretary, unlike Mr. Selous, has not set 
himself at any time of his life to the pur- 
suit of big game in South Africa, but he 
has set himself deliberately to the propa- 
gation of this disastrous war policy, which 
has resulted, not in the slaughter of big 
game in South Africa, but in the slaughter 


of people of your own race, anda great 
many of my own race as well, I am sorry 


to say. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: [ will not 
keep the House very long. The first 
thing I would say is that, with an over- 
whelming majority in this House against 
our views, you have given us a fair and 
patient hearing. I have to express my 
acknowledgments to the right hon. Gentle- 
man the First Lord of the Treasury for 
this consideration, and I feel grateful to 
him for permitting me now to enter my 
protest against this war. 
say that this war is, in my judgment, one 
of the basest and blackest transactions 
in our history. 
tinction against a small people, undertaken 
with the meanest and most sordid motives, 


It is simply a war of ex- | 


‘COMMONS! 
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the right hon. Gentleman should abstain 
from attacks upon Irish Members. The: 
attack he has made reflects very gravely 
upon himself, for, during the first ten 
years of his career he was very proud to 
associate with the Irish Members. I re- 
member that we kept up, many years ago, 
what were called obstructive tactics in re- 


_ gard to the annexation of the Transvaal, 
_and the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 


Secretary fought side by side with us. 


| This war is a mean and contemptible one, 


and if anyone will look at the initiatory 
stages of it they will find that it has been 
brought about largely by demonstrations 
of delight, first of all on the Stock Ex- 
change of London, and afterwards on the 
Stock Exchanges of Liverpool and Man- 
chester. And why? Because they knew 
the war would be good for trade, and _be- 
cause they were lusting for the gold mines 
in the Transvaal which are the real cause 
of this war. I say that even Members of 
this House will gain great advantages 


| from the war, and perhaps the Chancellor 


I will simply | 


and undertaken in the interest of a Stock | 


Exchange lust for the gold mines. 
sorry to hear the attack made by the 
Colonial Secretary upon the Irish Mem- 
hers. 


Mr. William Redinond. 


I was | 


of the Exchequer will bear this in mind. 
If I am spared until next session I intend 
to ask fora return of the various firms 
who have entered into contracts with the 
xovernment for the transport of troops, 
in order that I may find out how many 
transports have been chartered by the 


Government from firms, members of 
which are also Members’ of _ this 
House, for I desire to know how 
much they will gain by this war. 


There are also some Birmingham firms 
engaged in the manufacture of ammuni- 
tion. I remember that when Sir Hercules 
Robinson was appointed Governor of the 
Cape, the Colonial Secretary made a 
tremendous attack on him because he was 
connected with African companies. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 
has nothing to do with the question of the 
war. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I am not, 
Sir, in the slightest degree appealing from 
your ruling, but I should have imagined 
that the pecuniary interests of persons 
largely engaged in directing the war had 
some reference to the questions we are 
discussing. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
was dealing with something which passed 
between the Colonial Secretary and Sir 


I think that, at such atime asthis,| Hercules Robinson, when Sir Hercules 
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Robinson was appointed Governor of the 
Cape. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: With great 
respect, Sir, I was doing nothing of the | 
kind. I only made a passing refererce to 
Sir Hercules Robinson. Is the right hon. 
Gentleman himself, who is largely re- 
sponsible for this war, the owner of shares 
in African concerns? The Civil Lord of | 
the Admiralty has not only shares in, but | 
is a director of the East African Bank. | 
I say there ought to be no suspicion in | 
this war of pecuniary interests if it is for | 





liberty and not for money. I have spoken | 
to the House from the unpopular | 
point of view, but there is one | 


thing about which no difference of | 
opinion exists, and that is sympathy with | 
the sufferings and misery of the wounded, 
and as we have not heard any news 
except the summarised reports of the 
Commander-in-Chief for the last two 
days, I am sure I will be gratifying the 
wishes of the House if I ask some | 
Minister of the Crown to tell us whether | 
the reports that have just come through 
-—one that the two squadrons of Hussars 
are missing, and the other that at the 
battle near Ladysmith twenty men were 
killed and eighty-eight wounded—are 
true. I hope these reports are not true, 
but I think it is due to the House, and 
also with a view to relieving the unutter- 
able anxiety and suspense of those who 
have relatives on the field, that a state- 
ment should be made. I can only say 
for myself that I am deeply sorry for 
this bloodshed. Anything that I could 
have done to prevent it, even at the risk 
of my own life, I would willingly have 
undertaken. Iam not at all a man who 
is for peace at any price, but when a war 
such as this is unjustifiable and is waged 
for mere money purposes every instinct 





of humanity must revolt against it. I | 
am no enemy of the British Army. I 


have always been able to distinguish | 
between political and personal feeling. | 
Some of my nearest relatives and dearest | 
friends are British soldiers, and some of | 
my immediate predecessors have been 
soldiers. I cannot forget those who have 
gone before me, and I cannot forget also 
the sorrow of the parting for the war, 
and the sorrow and despair into which 
individuals and families have been cast. 
These things I can assure you have 
brought me from Lreland. | knew I could 
not alter the position by my vote, but I 
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have discharged my duty conscientiously 
in protesting against this war, which is 
being waged for nothing but filthy lucre. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry N.): I rise to 
join the members of the Irish party in 
protesting against this war. It is the 
first opportunity I have had of making a 
protest, but having already sent a letter of 
regret at not being able to attend a 
meeting in Ireland called to protest 
against the war, I feel it is my bounden 
duty to state in this House the expression 
of my sympathy with the Boers, who are, 
in my opinion, fighting in a just and 
righteous cause for freedom. This is not 
a war of the masses or for the masses ; 
it is a war of the classes, a war for greed 
and gold, a war to suppress and exter- 


'minate a people who are fighting for 


their liberty as we in Ireland have fought 
and will continue to fight for our liberty. 
[ noticed the other night when it was 
announced that the Dublin Fusiliers— 
who I am glad to say, as an Irishman, did 
not turn their backs on an enemy—showed 
pluck and courage, there was general 
applause on the other side of the House. 
I ask those gentlemen when the case of 
an Irish pensioner comes before them 
what interest do they show in it? What 
interest will you show in the wounded 
and maimed in ten or fifteen years’ time ? 
How will you treat them? You will 
tell them that they can be entertained in 
an Irish workhouse at the expense of 
the ratepayers. A few months ago I 
brought the case of an Irish pensioner 
before the House—-- 





Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


hon. Gentleman is out of order. 


Mr. FLAVIN : I bow to your ruling, 
Sir. I only wished to illustrate how 
Irishmen have been treated in this House, 
and how the Dublin Fusiliers will be 
treated after winning your battles. We 
have heard during these discussions that 
the point at issue was purely and simply 
one of franchise. If the franchise were 
given what would the ultimate result be ? 
The Uitlander population, which exceeds 
by at least fifty per cent. the Boer 
population, would completely disorganise 
and smash up the Boer Government, and 
the Uitlanders would capture the Trans- 
vaal. I would ask hon. Gentlemen who 


are in favour of the franchise what their 
opinion on the franchise would be if it 
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were possible that 50,000,000 of French, | 
Germans, and Russians came _ into) 
England to-morrow. Would you give 
them the franchise? No, you would | 
refuse it and keep your own Government. 
I say that President Kruger is justified 
in keeping hold of the country he has 
made, and not giving it to gentlemen who 
love it, not for its own sake, but for the 
sake of the gold it contains. This after- 
noon we were charged by the Colonial 
Secretary with being rebels, and I feel 
justified in dealing with that word, be-| 
cause it was thrown across the floor of the 
House at us. 


Mr. SPEAKER: That word has not | 
been used in debate. 


Mr. FLAVIN : I beg, Sir, to draw your 


attention to the fact “that. the Colonial |. 
'the other side of the House what is Ire- 


Secretary spoke of treason and of the 
Irish Members being rebels. I have never | 
gone to the hillside or boasted of being an 
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excuse, and that the alleged ill-treatment 
| of the Outlanders is not true. How is it 
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if there had been ill-treatment that people 
who went into the country under poor 
circumstances are now millionaires? [| am 
of opinion that the war is a war for them. 
Further, one hon. Member led us to believe 
that to a certain extent it was a war of 
revenge. Personally I do not approve of 
the policy of revenge inany man. I have 
had my own fights with landlords and 
agents in Ireland, but I never have 
shown any revenge. On the other hand, 


'Ican claim to be on the most friendly 
| feeling with all the landlords in Kerry. 
| It would be a very wrong thing for us 


not to protest by every means in our 


| power against this unjust war when we 


will have to pay our proportion of the 
expense. I should like to know from 
hon. Members from Ireland who sit on 


land going to gain. She will lose, 
"unfortunately, some of her best blood— 


Trish rebel. I have always believ ed in | the blood of those who through necessity 
constitutional agitation ; and if the word | and bad laws were compe led to join the 
“rebel” is applied to us it is not our | British Army. Their mothers and sisters 
fault, but the fault of the British Govern- | to-day in Ireland are w eeping for their 
ment, who have made Irishmen rebels be- | lost relatives who have won a glorious 
cause they have been refused justice. | victory for you, but many of these 
We have every right to protest against ' mothers and sisters may have to be 
this war. We believe it is unjust and in- | supported in the Irish workhouses. 
human. We believe, with the great | 

majority of people all over the wor ld, that| The House divided :—Ayes, 224 ; Noes, 
the question of the franchise is merely an | 28. (Division List No. 18.) 


AYES. 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. ; Caldwell, James Emmott, Alfred 
Aird, John Carlile, William Walter Fardell, Sir T. George 


Arnold, Alfred Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Arrol, Sir William Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | Fergusson, RtHnSir J.(Mane’r 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
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Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
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Brown, Alexander 
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Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertW. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Harcourt, Rt, Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence 
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Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Rt. Hon. A. 8. (Staffs. ) 
Hill, SirEdwardStock(Bristol) 
Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jessel, Captain Herbert M. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
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Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
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Lowe, Francis William 
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Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. | 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Blake, Edward 
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Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Davitt, Michael 
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3ill read a second time and committed 


for To-morrow. 
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Maclure, Sir John William 
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M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 
M‘Calmont, H. L. B. (Cambs. ) 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antrim,E. ) 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
M‘Killop, James 
Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord Edward W. J. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph | 
Massey- Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. | 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 
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Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
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Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. | 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Rh. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Moulton, Jolin Fletcher 
Murray,Rt. Hon. A. G.(Bute) 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northeote, Hon. Sir H. 8S. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Penn, John 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. Curzon 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin. ) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Purvis, Robert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tidley, RtHonSir Matthew W. 
titehie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
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Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
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M‘Cartan, Michael 
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Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
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Seely, Charles Hilton 
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| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
| Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Strauss, Arthur 


| Tennant, Harold John 
| Thornton, Percy M. 


Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir. C. E. H. 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) 
Ward, Hon. Robert A. (Crewe) 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Jos. Powell-(Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Frederick W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Woodhouse,SirJT (Huddersf’d 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. William 
Redmond. 


Motion made and question proposed : 


“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Sir W. HARCOURT: I am sorry 
| that I was not here on Monday to listen 
to the interesting statement of the Chan- 
| cellor of the Exchequer, but the fact was 
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that I saw it announced in the public | three millions, and he might have abstained 


journals which are supposed to enjoy the 

confidence of Her Majesty’s Government 

that the ordinary and established rule | 
when advances of this kind were author- | 
ised by Parliament—namely, to provide | 
taxation to redeem those loans—was to 

be followed on this occasion ; and _there- | 
fore I thought that, as it is not usual to 
discuss a Budget on the first night, but on 
the second reading—which is the stage | 
we have now arrived at—I could abstain | 
for the day from the fogs of London. | 
But, having seen this apparently author- 

ised statement on the Monday, | was | 
astonished to see, when I read the speech 

of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, that | 
a totally different course had been 
adopted—that there was no proposal of 
taxation at all, that the rules of sound 
finance had been abandoned, and that, in , 
point of fact, what we have now to discuss | 
was what was known in the old Reform 
days as a “ten minutes Budget.” This 
was announced by the same journal that 
had given an authoritative statement that | 
taxation was about to be put on, and The 

Times newspaper sang a pean of triumph | 
over the Chancellor of the Exchequer. | 
This is the language in which he was 

addressed by a great supporter of Her , 
Majesty’s Government :— 


from that robbery. But, Sir, I will say 


this to the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
—that he has stood, and manfully stood, 
by the commercial, by the financial, by 
the monetary system of this country 
which has produced those results which 
you witness in this magnificent surplus ; 
and while you have been able under this 
system to reduce the taxation of the 
people you have been able at the same 
time to realise a revenue twice as great 
as that before the principlesof Free'T'rade 
and of sound currency were thoroughly 
established. Therefore, Sir, 1 come to 
the consideration of the ten millions 
Budget of the right hon. Gentleman 
with anything but a desire to place 
myself in opposition to the cause 
which he has thought it right to 
propose. Now, there is something in his 
statement from which I feel bound to 
dissent ; there is a great deal more in that 
statement with which I am cordially in 
concurrence. I will state very shortly 
what are the grounds of dissent which I 
have from the Budget, because it is a 
Budget, of the right hon. Gentleman. 
My objection is that he has departed from 
the established principle, recognised in 
past days by the soundest financiers, of 


dealing with the supplies voted by this 


| House in the case of war. It is 


“Tt is hardly possible to doubt that a diffe- 
rent course was at least contemplated, though 
it was abandoned, probably at the last 
moment, in deference to protests which even a | 
masterful and obstinate Minister could hardly | 
venture to disregard.” 


This is a supporter of this Government! | 
Well, I beg here, though a_ political | 
opponent of the right hon. Gentleman, | 
to dissociate myself from that language | 
of coarse abuse, which, in my opinion, | 
is unjust, unfair, and ungenerous. | 
Though I have been in opposition to the | 
right hon. Gentleman on many questions, 
upon matters of finance I have fortunately 
found myself in the position of being 
able almost universally to agree with 
him, except in that unfortunate lapse at 
the commencement of the present session 
—that lapse from virtue in which he cut 
down the war-chest of this country by 
two millions in diminishing the provisions 
for the Sinking Fund. And, as | regard 
that as a financial crime, I am sure thatthe 
right hon. Gentleman must repent that 
he committed an unnecessary crime, 
because, as he told us, and I congratulate 
him upon it, he is expecting a surplus of 


Sir W. Harcourt. 





quite true that it is usual and indeed 
necessary that in circumstances such 
as those in which we find ourselves 
you should have a temporary loan 
——it may be by Treasury bill, but it was 
usually by Exchequer bonds—because you 
must have money at your disposal before 
you can realise the funds which are 
necessary for your purpose. But this is 
the principle upon which all sound 
financiers up to this time have acted, that 
at the time you authorise the temporary 
loan you will make by taxation the pro- 
vision which is to redeem this temporary 
loan, and you do not postpone the 
authorisation for the taxation which is to 
redeem this loan to a future period. 
Well, Sir, the right hon. Gentleman stated 
—and to that I feel bound to enter a 
solemn demurrer—that he thought in the 
present circumstances Mr. Gladstone would 
have agreed to the course he has proposed. 
I feel bound to defend Mr. Gladstone’s 
financial reputation on that subject. 
Sir, that was not the policy of Mr. 
Gladstone ; it is contrary to all that he 
ever did, and certainly to the principles 
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upon which he acted. 
trouble the House with many figures, but 
I can speedily illustrate it by what Mr. 
Gladstone did on the outbreak of the 
Crimean War. First, he had a regular 
3udget, and he increased the income tax 
by one-half. The whole amount cf it was 
to be levied in the first half-year, and that 
was when the income tax realised only 
one million to a penny. 
and this bears very closely on what the 


Treasury 


Chancellor of the Exchequer said—an | 
interim Budget, when a part of the) 


financial year had expired. And this was 
his interim Budget. He had then to 
raise £6,800,000 more than he 
expected, and he issued Exchequer bonds 
for that money, repayable within a 
definite period. When he issued these 
Exchequer bonds he made this proposal— 
the income tax was to be doubled for the 


second half-year; it was to be levied at | 


ls. 2d. in the pound. There was 


a little more financial courage in those | 


days than there is now. We are told 
that the income tax is now 8d. in the &£, 


and you cannot think of raising it, | 
but in that time they raised the. 
income tax, when the country was 
much poorer, to Is. 2d. in the 


£. The spirit duty, from which the 
right hon. Gentleman shrinks, was raised 
—Irish, one shilling ; and Scotch, eight- 
pence a gallon. Upon sugar £700,000 
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| That 


But he had— | 


had | 
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I do not mean to | former course is manly, statesmanlike, and 


honest ; the latter is convenient, cowardly, 


| perhaps popular, but nous verrons.” 


is a letter dated from Windsor 
Castle, April 18, 1854, and the author of 
these sentiments was the late Prince 
Consort. I quoted that passage in this 
House twenty years ago, and it is just as 
applicable and, if possible, more applicable 
to-day than it was at that period. I have 
endeavoured to show the House what Mr. 
Gladstone did in 1854, and the only other 
figures that I will give are as to his policy 
in 1859. At that time there was the 
Chinese war and there was great disturb- 
There was necessity for 


ance in Europe. 


raising about five million additional 
/money. The income tax was raised by 


4d. in the pound, all to be collected in 
the first half-year. Mr. Gladstone stated 
that that amounted to levying 7}d. addi- 
| tional, or 13d. in the whole, and in the 
next year the income-tax was 10d. in the 
pound. These were days, as I have said, 
when you only got a million for your 
|penny. Now you get more than two 
millions for your penny. I need not go 
'further to establish my point. The 
/second course was adopted by Mr. 
| Disraeli in the Abyssinian war; it was 
| adopted by Mr. Gladstone in the expedi- 
| tion to Khartoum in 1884. But I need 
; not labour this point, because the Chan- 





additional was levied ; the malt duty was | cellor of the Exchequer, as I fuily ex- 
raised from 2s, 84d. to four shillings a | pected, says that that was a system that 
bushel. That was the interim Budget | was financially sound. But he said he 
of Mr. Gladstone. Now, Sir, that policy | had other duties and higher duties than 
was very strongly attacked at the time, | those of a finance Minister, aud that was 
and there is one authority and one only | the duty of a Minister of the Crown. It 
on the subject that I will quote. It was 18 not very promising when the Finance 
an illustrious authority ; it was an im-| Minister departs from principles which he 
partial authority. I will just read it; it | thinks sound finance for considerations of 
is not long— | political expediency. If we are to have 
‘the War Minister saying, “ Well, I don’t 
House of Commons will be upon finance. a om the principles I think best, 
Gladstone wants to pay for the war out of | OF the ‘ First Lord of | the Admir- 
revenue so long as he does not require more alty saying, “I am a Minister of the 
than ten millions above the ordinary ex- Crown, I have other things to consider 
penditure. | than the interests of the Navy,” I do not 
| think that would tend to good administra- 
tion. But the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, as I understand, says, “Oh, if I 
were to proceed upon what I consider 
. ; es sound financial principles there might be a 
—it was not a Liberal Opposition at that | division of opinion, and that would be a 
time— mischievous result in our present situa- 
tion.” There is another view of what is 
the result of shrinking from asking the 
country to undergo the burden in support 


“The next Parliamentary conflict in the 


That is the very sum you need to-day— 


“ And to increase the taxes for that purpose, 


| 
| 
| 
the Opposition ” | 
| 


“are for borrowing, that is, increasing the 
debt, and do not wish to impose in the mean- 
time any further burden on themselves. The 
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of the war. I do not see here the First | 
Lord of the Admiralty ; but I remember | 
the day—before he became a Unionist | 
financier—when he was a sound financier. | 
On the 28th April, 1879, speaking | 
of the disastrous policy of the later 
years of Lord Beaconsfield’s Govern- 
ment, when we had to look upon deficit 
after deficit, and when the engagements 
they had made to redeem their own 
Exchequer bonds were not fulfilled—there 
were three years of successive deficits— 
the present First Lord of the Admiralty, 
speaking upon that subject, said : 


“Let them remember that they were not 
asked to impose any taxes at present. They 
were asked to postpone the whole of their lia- 
bilities—in other words the country was. not 
asked to associate itself with the action of the 
Government at all. Now there was no better 
test of how a policy was approved by the 
country than when the policy had got to be paid | 
for. Cheerfulness on the part of the country 
to make the necessary sacrifice would be a 

roof of patriotism most valuable to Her 
fajesty's Government, and to bear imperial | 
taxation would have shown what confidence 
they had in the resources of the country. But 
the Government had shrunk from that test, 


they did not think that was a fortunate | 
circumstance in the present state of European | 


affairs. He thought it was of great importance 
that in these matters they should remember 
the attitude of other countries, and that other 
countries were watching us to see how far we 
carried out a strong, sound financial policy 
when we were put to it and when we were 
really pressed. The great military Empires 
of Europe were watching us ; and would it not 
be curious to see the effect upon them when 
they found that the money-bags which our 
plenipotentiaries sat upon at Berlin—he sup- 


posed to give majesty and power to their pose | 


—were only stuffed with Exchequer bonds, 
which some future Parliament, perhaps some 
future Government, was to provide for, Heaven- 
knows how? Let them look at the example 
of America, which had a debt of £150,000,000 

. . . There was an exhibition of 


an apparently strong policy carried out by | 
weak men. He did not mean men intellec- | 


tually weak, but wanting in the nerve and 
courage to face unpopularity. They had 


shown a want of confidence in the willingness | 


of the country to bear the burdens which were 
the result of the policy of the Government. 
He frankly stated that he should not be afraid 
to face any constituency in the United King- 
dom, and say to them, ‘ Rightly or wrongly we 
have heavy enterprises on our hands ; we are 
engaged in serious work, not work beyond our 
strength, but work which requires some 
sacrifice ; subject races, friends, and enemies 
are watching to see how we bear ourselves ; 
at such a time will you let the foreigner sneer, 
and say that England is unwilling to pay in 
cash even for the first instalments of her 
new responsibilities . ... . - Do 
not let us be financial cowards, but let us 
pay our way like men.’ He believed that the 


Sir W. Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 
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soundest and most courageous finance was not 
necessarily unpopular; and he brushed aside 
any contemptible suggestion that they would 
like to see the burdens of the country increased 
in order to increase the unpopularity of the 
Government—that was not the spirit in which 


| he made those observations eee ee 
| but when increased expenditure did not mean 
| increased taxation, but only the accumulation 


of burdens in the future, where, he should like 
to know, would be the cause of economy? The 


| imposition of taxation was a real and ready 


way in which the people associated themselves 
with the actions of the Government. The 
payment of taxes acted as a sobering force on 
our national policy. It sobered those who had 
to impose the taxes and those who had to bear 


|them. Sound finance was one of the best 


safeguards of their popular constitution, while 
loose finance was one of its greatest dangers. 
. . . . . He was anxious to_ protest 
against the Budget. It appeared to him to be 
shabby, flabby, inadequate to the occasion, and 
to be wanting in that courage which was 
calculated to secure repute abroad and credit 
at home. To use the witty expression of his 
hon. and learned friend the Member for Oxford 


| (Sir William Harcourt): ‘ Peace, with honour 


on tick,’ was not a lofty attitude for English- 
men to assume. If it were true that the 
present Government had inaugurated a new 


' reign—a new era of bold foreign policy, let it 


be hoped that they would not at the same 
time inaugurate a new era of cowardly finance.” 


I believe those were very sound reflec- 
tions on the part of the First Lord of the 


| Admiralty, and I believe that nothing 


would strengthen the Government in the 
| opinion of this country, and in the opinion 
of other countries, more than if they had 
shown that they had confidence in the 
popularity of their war by asking the 
country to make a sacrifice for its support. 
|I regret that the Government have not 
| taken that course. The main point 
of the dissent which I have to make 
against the proposals of the right 
hon. Gentleman is this. I believe that the 
great unpopularity which attended the 
close of Lord Beaconsfield’s Adminis- 
| tration, and which led to his great defeat 
in 1880, was because the Government of 
that day, with their Afghan war, instead of 
meeting their liabilities, went on post- 
poning them, and this gave the country 
the impression that they had not the 
courage of the principles which they pro- 
fessed, or of the cause they espoused. My 
recollections of what occurred are very 
lively, because of the great defeat which 
overcame the Government in 1880. 
Having stated those views, I gladly pass 
now from my dissent from the speech 
describing the financial proposals of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. There is 
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much in that speech of which, I am 
happy to say, I heartily approve. I 
speak of the language he held with 
reference to the duty of the Government 
to provide the means of redeeming these 
temporary loans, and I hope at least, that 
with regard to these declarations of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, we may 


{25 OcToBER 1899} 





take it for granted that he is declaring the 
sentiments and resolutions of a united 
Cabinent ; for it is quite as necessary to | 
have a united front and a united Cabinet | 
in respect of making the financial pro- 
visions for carrying on this war as for | 
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instalment of that enterprise, and you are 
going to leave to those who come after you 
the responsibility.” 


That is the reason why you have no right 
to reduce the fund which is to relieve 
those who come after you of the Debt as 
it at present exists. The Colonial Secre- 
tary to-night referred to the letter of Mr. 


|Selous. If there is one man who knows 
| South Africa better than another it is 


Mr. Selous, and after him Mr. Rider 
Haggard. It is impossible to read their 
two letters without seeing what is the 
nature of the task which will have to be 





undertaking the war at all. It is a costly | undertaken by the British Government 
war and must become one of infinite cost. | a¢ the end of this war. Besides other 
My right hon. friend the Leader of evils, it will be accompanied by enormous 
the Opposition said, and said truly, that | expenditure, and therefore I am glad to 
the speech of the Chancellor of the | record the undertaking of the right hon. 
Exehequer included much sound financial | Gentleman on behalf of the Government 
dloctrine. So it did. The first declara- that nothing is to be added to the 
tion of the Chancellor of the Exchequer | permanent Debt, and that there is to be 
was this : we have his assurance that there 9 suspension of the Sinking Fund. 

shall be no addition to the permanent, r 
Debt. That, I think, is quite clear,and I) *Py_ CHANCELLOR OF ture EX- 
should ap rie yrenicbes ~~ ste |CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, 
concur in that declaration. e second | p,. ry. Yat agente 
declaration of the right hon. Gentleman | — ne 
was that this is not a case for the sus- 
yension of the Sinking Fund. That Sink- . 
a Fund has been depleted by successive | _ ted seme I think, at all es i 
Unionist Administrations. It is now only | that in view of the present condition of 
one-half of what it was before ; but as to South Africa it should be made a con- 
the remaining moiety we have a pledge | tinuing obligation on account of the 
from the right hon. Gentleman that that) burden which will fall on posterity. 
is not to be employed. Though in the | That is my comment on the statement of 
case of a great war it is very proper that the right hon. Gentleman that this is 
the Sinking Fund should be suspended, | not the same case as in 1885, in which the 
yet there are very strong reasons in this | suspension of the Sinking Fund was justi- 
case why that should not bedone. I will! fied. The third undertaking of the 
tell you one reason. When this war is| right hon. Gentleman is_ that this 
concluded you will have imposed on those | borrowing is one for which provision 
who are coming after you a state of will have to be made by Parliament as 
things in South Africa which will involve soon as possible. And here I would con- 
this country in great expenditure. I do ratulate the right hon. Gentleman in a task 
not share in the sanguine view of the in which we have both co-operated, in 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that when a great reduction of the unfunded Debt. 
you have conquered the Boers you are The unfunded Debt in 1890 stood, I think, 
going to have a cheap administration in | at something like thirty-two millions, and 
South Africa. You are going to govern now it stands at eight millions. That 
a hostile people, you are going to govern shows the wisdom of the policy that has 
them by force, at least for a very long been pursued in reducing the unfunded 
period ; and the policy you have adopted | Debt. And the fourth statement is this 
in Africa generally will naturally and |—However high the income tax may 
necessarily involve enormous expenditure. | stand at, it will be the duty of the income- 
To use the vernacular phrase of the right tax payer to take his full share, and a 
hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary of very full share, in providing for such 
State for Foreign A ffairs— _additional expenditure in common with 


“ You cannot do the Cape to Cairo journey | the other taxpayers of the country. 
on the cheap. You have not paid the first | Why, Sir, I feel some sense of shame at 


Sik W. HARCOURT: Well, at any 
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this whining idea put forward on behalf 
of the wealthy classes of the burden of an 
eightpenny income tax when, in the 
exigencies I have given you, Govern- 
ments came forward under circumstances 
like these and the House of Commons | 
without hesitation gave an income tax of 
14d. in the pound. That, as I have in- 
sisted, was double the present burden, 
because the income tax then only yielded 
one million for every penny, whereas you 
get two millions now. And there was not 
at that time the relief which has since 
been given to the humbler payers of 
income tax, and therefore the payment of 
the income tax now falls much more on 
the people who are capable to bear it. 
Yet what do we see? The great 
journal which is the representative of | 
the moneyed class of this country calling 
out that the money that has to be 
raised for the war may be raised 
upon anything except the income tax. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman touched | 
upon a rather difficult topic. He said 
the Transvaal was to provide not only 
the expenses of administration and the 
maintenance of order, but a reasonable | 
sum towards the expenses of the war. | 
Well, Sir, I think he will find that difficult 
enough, after the war is over, when you | 
have got to administer affairs in the midst 
of a hostile people. [““No.”] Canyou doubt | 
it will be a hostile people? For years 
after the war, as the Colonial Secretary | 
said, there will be this feeling of hostility 
—perhaps for generations. The adminis- 
tration, therefore, will not be cheap. I 
doubt very much whether you will get | 
very much towards the expenses of the 
war. How are you going to get it? I 
presume that the doctrine of equality of 
the white races does not mean that you 
are going to levy it on the Dutch and 
not upon the English. Very well, you 
are going to levy it upon the wealth 
and not on the poverty of the Transvaal. | 
Therefore, the reasonable expenses of the 
war, fairly enough, will fall upon the | 
gold-hunters, who have been the real | 
authors of the war and who will derive | 
the profits from the war. The Chancellor | 
of the Exchequer has told us the principles | 
which are to govern the next Budget. | 
These are his words— 


| 
“if we had known in April last that we | 
should have been called upon to provide for an 
expenditure of ten millions for the war in South | 
Africa, I should myself have felt bound to 
provide for it out of the resources of the year.” 


Sir IV. Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mark this. If it be true that last April, 
had the right hon. Gentleman foreseen this 


expenditure, he would have thought him- 
self bound to provide for the redemption 


of these temporary loans, that obligation 
will come upon him next April. Very 
well, but similarly the obligation will 
come upon him next April to make pro- 
vision for what he expects to be the 


| expenditure in Africa and for the war in 
'the next year. Then he says at the 


end— 


“We shall appeal to the patriotism of the 
people next April, and we shall rely that 
those who have supported us so loyally in the 
prosecution of this work will not fail us when 


| the proper time comes to pay the bill.” 


I hope that will be the case. But I am 
sorry to say that there are not wanting 
examples where the most solemn pledges 
have been given that temporary loans 
of the character we are authorising to- 
night should be redeemed, and they have 
not been redeemed. They have been 
carried over on a sort of Imperial con- 
tango. These accommodation bills have 
been renewed again and again, and 
Governments have shrunk from relying 
on the patriotism of the present to redeem 
them. The proper time, in my opinion, 
to have made provision for paying the 
bill was now. That is the sound 
financial course which Mr. Gladstone 
began in 1854 and which he repeatedly 
followed, and it is a course which when- 
ever departed from has led to great 
financial confusion and disaster. I believe 
departure from that course was largely 
the cause of the ruin of Lord Beaconsfield’s 
Administration in 1879. I trust that that 
will not be the case now. I trust that the 
yovernment will stand by the principles 
declared by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, and that the patriotism of next 


_ April will not fail them when it is called 


upon to pay the bill. I cannot suppose 
that they doubt that the patriotism of the 
country would have supported them now. 
I will say for myself that I can hardly 
conceive of any proposal with regard to 


taxation which would have _ been 
made by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer which I myself — would 
not have cordially supported. ‘So 


much importance do I attach to the 
maintenance of this redemption and so 
great confidence have I in the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer’ssound financial principles 


| that I believe the proposals he would 
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have made would almost have received 
the unanimous support of the House. 


{25 Ocroper 1899} 


| 


| 
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one of my colleagues who would have 
for a moment desired to persuade me to 


I cannot conceive what diverted him and | adopt on a question of finance a course 


the Government from the 
originally entertained of dealing with this 
question in the manner in which it has 
always been previously dealt with ; and | 
greatly regret that that course has not 
been taken. On the other hand, I find so 
much in these declarations of the right 
hon. Gentleman that I have ventured to 
recall to-night in order that they may not 
be forgotten, that I, for one, shall certainly 
offer no opposition to the proposals he has 
made. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I have great 





respect for the experience and authority | ! ‘ 
| East Clare, who certainly, at any rate, 


of the right hon. Gentleman on questions 


of finance, and whenever I have found | 


myself able to agree with him, which has 
been on frequent oceasions, I have been 
glad to be able to do so. 
the right hon. Gentleman is a formidable 
critic even when I differ from him ; but 
his criticism is less formidable when it 
comes almost alone, and at any rate after 


intention | of the justice of which I was not myself 


absolutely convinced. [ am far from 
desiring, as the right hon. Gentleman 
seems to have suggested, to shield myself 
from responsibility in this matter 
and to place it on the Government. I 
assume the responsibility, whatever 
it may be, of these proposals; they 
are mine, and of no one else. The right 
hon. Gentleman who leads the right hon. 
Gentleman was supported in his 
acquiescence by all those around him, 
and everyone on both sides of the Hotse, 
with the exception of the hon. Member 
for East Mayo and the hon. Member for 


did not agree with the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite, because they did not only 


‘object to borrowing, but they objected 
| still more toany taxation for the purposes 


I admit that | 


of this war. As far as I can understand 


| the right hon. Gentleman is almost alone 
|in the criticism which he has made on 


the proposals to which he objects have | 


been accepted with practical unanimity, 
not merely by the House of Commons at 
large, but also by the public. On Mon- 
day night what happened? It is usual 
on the introduction of any financial 
proposal for the Leader of the Opposition 
to deprecate debate and to postpone the 
expression of his opinion. But the right 
hon Gentleman who is the leader of the 
party of which the right hon. Member for 
West Monmouth is still, I believe, a 
member at once rose, and in a most gush- 
ing manner for a cautious Scotsman ex- 
pressed his congratulation to me on the 
proposals I made and his complete 
acquiescence in them. 


Sm W. HARCOURT: He did not 
say that he approved; he said he 
acquiesced, and I acquiesce, and if the 


right hon. Gentleman will allow me to | 


add a third to the number, he also 


acquiesced. 


| indirect taxation. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: At any rate, | 


if the right hon. Gentleman supposes that 


these proposals which I have made to the | 


House are not proposals of the justice of 


which Iam myself convinced he is much | 


my proposals to-night. L demur to his 
suggestion that I have not proposed new 
taxation on account of any fear of the 
popularity of the war, or of any idea that 
new taxation would not be agreed to by 
Parliament. I have not proposed 
new taxation now for the reasons | 
explained on Monday, because in the first 
place the future is absolutely uncertain 
both as to the cost of the war and the 
amount of it which will fall on this 
country ; secondly, any proposals for new 
taxation now must necessarily fall on a 
small part of the population alone, and 
would be felt by the class subjected to it 
as a distinctly inequitable addition to 
their burden as compared with other 
classes of the community. Ido not wish 
to elaborate the arguments I have 
addressed to the House. 1 do not under- 
stand, however, the right hon. Gentleman 


himself to differ from one of those 
arguments——namely, that, if direct 


taxation is to be called upor for an 
additional contribution towards the war, 
there should be also a contribution from 
I think he will hardly 
differ from the authorities who held that 
in the seventh month of the financial year 
the imposition of new indirect taxation is 
practically impossible. ‘These are the 
reasons which induced me to take the 
course I have taken. Now what is it that 


mistaken. Iam quite sure there is not | the right hon. Gentleman differs from ? 
VOL. LXXVII. 
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I really have found some difficulty in { 


ascertaining. The right hon. Gentleman 
cites the precedent of the Crimean War, 
and says that at the beginning of a 
great war with one of the greatest Powers 
in the world Mr. Gladstone introduced a 
new Budget and raised taxation very 
largely both from direct and from indirect 
sources. Does the right hon. Gentleman 
compare the present war, which is no 
doubt a serious one, with the Crimean 
War? The cases are utterly different, and 
I cannot imagine any precedent which can 
be drawn from the one and applied to the 
other. I did not quite understand what the 
argument of the right hon. Gentleman 


was. He complained that I had aban- 


doned the rules of sound finance. He! 


admitted that it was necessary to meet 


this expenditure in the first place by | 


temporary borrowing, but he said that 
temporary borrowing ought at the same 
time to be provided for by taxation. 
But how much of it? Would the 
right hon. Gentleman say that the 
whole of this ten millions, which comes 
upon us at the end of October, 
should be provided for by additional 
taxation within the year? All I can say 
is that if he made such a suggestion as 
that, it would appear to me to be simply 
mad finance, because, as I have already 
said, in which I think he entirely con- 
curred, indirect taxation now is_practi- 
cally impossible; and, therefore, you 
would have had to raise the ten millions 
by an addition to the income tax for this 
year of at least 4d. in the £, and 
even more, if the whole sum named 
was to be paid in the course of the financial 
year. If that be the financial purism of 
the right hon. Gentleman, I can only say 
that it seems to me absolutely impossible, 


to say nothing of its inequality and | 


unfairness. The idea of the right hon. 


{COMMONS} 
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of Lord Beaconsfield’s Government to 
provide by an addition of a penny to the 
income tax for a certain amount within 
the year of the anticipated expenditure 
on the Abyssinian War, I find that Mr. 
Gladstone said— 


“Tt is a very good principle that the burden 
which has to come upon the year should be 
met from the resources of the year exclusively, 
and had we been at the commencement of the 
financial year it would have been desirable to 
apply it without mitigation or qualification. 
At the period so late as this” (much about the 
same time as the present), “ when we are about 
to enter on the ninth month of the financial 
year, there is undoubtedly much difficulty in 
bringing that principle into application.” 


That is a statement which I do not think 
the right hon. Gentleman will contradict. 
Then the difference between us comes to 
this. He would have levied a penny on 
the income tax. I must candidly say, 
for the reasons I stated to the House the 
other evening, that I do not think it 
would have been equitable, and I do not 
think it would have been worth while. 
Whatever may be the result financially 
of the war in which we are at present 
engaged, I think it is sounder finance, 
with all respect to the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and more consistent with common 
sense, that we should not endeavour to 
deal with the question at present of the 
way in which the expense should be met, 
but that we should defer that to April 
next, when the Budget of the year is 
introduced. This is no Budget at all. 
The right hon. Gentleman has called it 
“a ten minutes Budget,” but it is no 
Budget at all. It is simply a proposal to 
meet a temporary exigency by borrotving. 
I hope in these circumstances the House 
will not think it necessary to pursue this 
matter at any length, and that we may be 
_able to take the second reading to-night. 


Gentleman, however, may only be this— | 


that something should be done in the way | 


of additional taxation to test the feeling of 


the country by the imposition perhaps of | 
a penny on the income tax, or something | 


of that kind. I frankly admitted the 
other day that there are arguments in 


favour of that proposal drawn from the | 
experience of the past in regard to the | 


Abyssinian War, the Soudan, and the 
Jechuanaland Expedition, but I demur 
to the right hon. Gentleman’s contra- 
diction of the views which I attributed to 
Mr. Gladstone. On turning to Mr. 


Gladstone’s observations on the proposal 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of the 18th day of this instant October, 
Mr. Speaker adjcurned the House without 
| Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly at twenty 
minutes before Nine of the 
clock. 








An Asterisk (*) at the commencement « fu Speech indicates revision by the Member. 


as am 








Returns, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 





Thursday, 26th October 1899. 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS. 
Order of the 9th day of August last 
discharged. 





Ordered, That this House do meet on 
Thursday, the 16th day of November | 
next, at Eleven o'clock, for the purpose | 
of hearing and determining Appeals and 
matters connected therewith, pursuant to | 
the provisions of the Appellate Jurisdic- | 
tion Act, 1876; and that during such | 
meeting of the House leave be given to | 
the Appeal Committee to meet. 


{26 OcTOBER 1899} 
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Ford, C.B., Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector 
of Explosives, on the circumstances attend- 
ing an explosion which occurred at the 
Kurtz Chemical Works of the United 
Alkali Company, Limited, at St. Helens, 
on the 12th May, 1899. 


Reports, &c. 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND). 


Return for the quarter ended 30th 
September, 1899. 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 
(EVICTION NOTICES). 


Return of eviction notices filed during 
the quarter ended 30th September, 1899. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Orders made by Commissioners and 


ADDRESS. | modified and confirmed by the Board of 
The Queen’s Answer to the Address of | Trade, authorising construction of light 
Tuesday, the 17th instant, reported ; and | railways as follows: 


Address and Answer to be printed and | 
published. 
NEW PEER. 
The Right Honourable Sir Julian | 
Pauncefote, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., Her) 
Majesty’s Ambassador Extraordinary and | 
Plenipotentiary to the United States of | 
America, having been created Baron | 
Pauncefote of Preston, in the county of | 
Gloucester—Was (in the usual manner) 
introduced. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. | 
SES | 
TRADE REPORTS. | 
I. Annual Series: No. 2,362. Trade 
of Chiengmai and District for year | 
1898. 
II. Miscellaneous Series : No. 516. | 
Swiss trade with Germany, France, | 
and Great Britain. 
COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
No, 275. British Solomon Islands: Re- | 
port for 1898-99. 
| No. 276. Gibraltar : Report for 1898. | 
MISCELLANEOUS, No. 1 (1899). 
Correspondence respecting the Peace | 
Conference held at The Hague in 1899 
) [in continuation of Russia, No. 1 (1899)]. 


An Asterisk (*) at the commencement «f « Speech indicates revision by the Member, 


EXPLOSIVES (EXPLOSION AT THE 


KURTZ CHEMICAL WORKS AT ST. 
HELENS). 
Report to the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, by Colonel A. ' 


VOL. LXXVII. 


[FouRTH SERIES. ] 








1. In the county of Aberdeen, be- 
tween Fraserburg and St. Combs. 

2. In the county of Cornwall, be 
tween Penzance, Newlyn, St. Just, 
and Land’s End. 

3. In the county of Dorset, from 
Poole to County Gates. 

4. In the county of Essex, in and 
near to the borough of Southend- 
on-Sea. 

5. In the county of Hampshire, be- 

tween Cosham, Purbrook, Water- 

looville, and Horndean. 

In the county of Kent, in the 

borough of Chatham and the 

urban district of Gillingham. 

7. In the county of Lincoln, from 

Blyton to Frodingham. 

. In the county of Montgomery, 

between Welshpool and Llanfair 

Caereinion. 

In the county of Ayr, between 

Girvan and Ayr. 

In the county of Berks, from 

Wallingford to Benson in the 

county of Oxford, and near Didcot 

in the county of Berks. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 


10. 


' to lie on the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 


I. Order in Council, dated the 7th 
October, 1899, discontinuing the 
operation of the Orders in Council 
regulating Her Majesty’s Consular 
Jurisdiction in the Empire of 
Japan as from the 4th August, 
1899. 
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II. Order in Council, dated the 7th 
October, 1899, entitled ‘The 
Somaliland Order in Council, 
1899.” 

III. Order in Council, dated the 7th 
October, 1899, entitled “The East 
Africa Order in Council, 1899.” 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Order of Her Majesty in Council, dated 
the 7th day of October, 1899, approving 
certain pilotage bye-laws made by the 
Cork Harbour Commissioners. 


SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury Minute, dated 21st September, 
1899, declaring that for the due and 
efficient discharge of the duties of the 
office of Legal Adviser in the Estates 
Duty Office of the Department of Inland 
Revenue, professional or other peculiar 


{LORDS} 











qualifications not ordinarily to be ac- 

quired in the public service are required. | 
Laid before the House (pursuant to | 

Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877. 
1. Statute made by the Governing 

Body of Brasenose College, Oxford, 
on the 15th March, 1899, altering 
Statutes III. and XVI. of the 
Statutes of that College. 
Statute made by the Governing | 
Body of Pembroke College, Oxford, 
on the 3rd day of March, 1899, 

amending Clause 9 of Statute IL. 
and Clause 3 of Statute VIII. of 
the Statutes of that College. 

. Statute made by the Governing 
Body of Worcester College, Ox- 
ford, at a meeting held on the 
22nd of February, 1899, and con- 
tinued by adjournment on the 
8th March, 1899, amending Sta- | 
tute III.—10 of the Statutes of | 
the College. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to 

Act), and to be printed. (No. 1.) 


to 


eo 
aw 





MARGATE PIER AND HARBOUR. 

Report and statement of accounts for 
year ended 5th April, 1899. Delivered 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 





LANDS AND HERITAGES (SCOTLAND). | 
Return showing the valuation of lands | 
and heritages throughout Scotland, | 
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according to the valuation rolls, for the 
years, in the areas, and under the head- 
ings specified below— 


Heading. Areas. Years. 





(a) Agricultural | County, parish, burgh,| 1896 and 1900 
lands and heri- and police burgh | 
tages } 
(b) Woodlands and |(1) County, burgh, | 1896 and 1900 
sporting ren- and police burgh | 
tals (2) Parish - - | 1900 
(c) Buildings (1) County, burgh, | 1896 and 1900 
and police burgh | 
(2) Parish - - - | 1900 
(d) Railways and | County, parish, burgh, 1896 and 1900 
canals and police burgh 
(e) Other rateable |(1) County, burgh, | 1896 and 1900 
property | and police burgh 
(2) Parish - - - | 1900 
(f) Property in /(1) County, burgh, | 1896 and 190) 
valuation roll and police burgh 
not rated | (2) Parish - - | 1% 
(g) Total - - | County, parish, burgh, 1896 and 1900) 
and police burgh | 











For the purposes of this Return— 

The heading “Agricultural Lands 
and Heritages” has the meaning 
assigned thereto in the Agricul- 
tural Rates, ete. (Scotland) Act, 
1896; 

The heading “ Buildings” includes 
houses (other than houses included 
under the heading Agricultural 
Land and Heritages), shops, ware- 
houses, mills, and factories ; also 
such land as forms a pertinent of 
the houses and is rated in cumulo 
with them ; 

The heading “ Railways and Canals ” 
includes stations and depots ; 

The heading “Other Rateable 
Property” includes — quarries, 
mines, ironworks, tramways, gas 
works, waterworks, docks, wharves, 
harbours, and all other lands and 
heritages not properly coming 
under another heading ; 

The expression “year” means the 
year ending at Whitsunday in the 
year specified ; and 

The expression “county” means a 
county exclusive of any royal, par 
liamentary, or police burgh, wholly 
or partially situate therein, and 
does not include a county of a 
city. 

Ordered to be laid before this House. 
—(The Lord Churchill (for The Lord 
Balfour). ) 


SECOND SESSION (EXPLANATION) 
BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ : 
to be printed ; and to be read 2¢ To 
morrow. — (The Marquess of Salisbury.) 
(No. 2.) 
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Returns, 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Standing Orders No. XXXIX. and | 
XLV. to be considered To-morrow, in 
order to their being suspended for that | 
day’s sitting. | 
| 
House adjourned at twenty- 
five minutes before Five | 
of the o’clock, till To- | 
morrow, half-past Eleven 
of the o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 26th October 1899. 


QUEEN’S SPEECH. 

The Treasurer of the Household re- 
ported Her Majesty’s Answer to the 
Address, as followeth— 

“JT have received with great satisfac- | 
tion the loyal and dutiful expression of 
your thanks for the Speech with which I 
have opened the present Session of Par- 
liament.” 


PETITION. 
NATIONAL OLD AGE PENSIONS. 

Petition from Stewarton, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SUPERANNUATIONS. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 21st September 1899, declaring 
that, for the due and efficient discharge 
of the duties of the office of Legal Adviser 
to the Estate Duty Office of the Depart- 
ment of Inland Revenue, professional or 
other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily 
to be acquired in the public service are 
requisite | by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALISBURY PLAIN (PROPERTY 
PURCHASED). 

Address for “ Return of Property pur- 
chased by the War Office in Salisbury 
Plain, showing separately for each 
estate purchased at the time of pur- 
chase— 

(1) The name and acreage of the 

estate ; 

(2) The name of the vendor ; 

(3) Date of purchase and manner of 

purchase ; 

(4) Gross rental ; 
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(5) Deductions from such gross rental, 
Viz :— 


Reports, de. 


(a) Land Tax, only so far as paid by 
the landlord ; 

(+) Rates, only so far as paid by the 
landlord ; 

(c) Taxes, only so far as paid by the 
landlord ; 

(7) Tithe rent-charge, only so far as 
paid by the landlord ; 

(e) Quit rents ; 

(7) Fines and fees in respect of copy- 
holds ; 

(7) Any other deductions properly to 
be made ; 


(6) Purchase money ; 


(7) Totals of each 
Thomas Bayley.) 


column.” —(.Vr. 


ELECTIONS (SCOTLAND). 


Return ordered, “of the Cost of the 
Elections of County Councils, Town Coun- 
ceils, and Burgh Commissioners, and 
Parish Councils in Scotland, as first held 
simultaneously in 1898, in terms of The 
Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894, 
under the following headings :— 





























1. 2 a 6. 7. 8 9 
3 2 | S| 
= 2 2 | on | 3 | 
a = ah o | 26 2uo0 ~ 
— = sts = ° sro 3S 2) 

© |Feem (SSS FF ( ies js = |ESKS 

S ee & & 20;\5 eS = 2 =| 

| = on oS oe  sUiv SS (> em jb _ es 

= > SS} 2 35 Py & O| to eSei=s 9b S|. 
oS ao, 8 mR aelk 35 e& = Dae Vis 
mw €™ 0 CSL isaele BS52\Seh ShPealZ 

PR Stet mF ols SW ela ° OSes 5 
be 68 Soeslaevis i- otis” lm” Blo 

a c=] =} Daa® a an Save | - |>2 z=) 

° eee =a (FS 2Silao Z2eoi5 2 is 
~fi mh Ce yeZIEEla aee2isn is SEI 

= Soe scles SO 21568 iS m9/2 

m |S ESDASSE SES F SSRBlD 

5 S32 aig Slt SLELDa>™ (OO 2ole 

a [S5Et a SFiIS5 DBS eE/-35 ee Ed 

A o20/8 =—Ssie -sife 2 a ae 

Ay | SRe PSS SCL SISES 98 cig 

Cin we sie Sloe oo et lhe = Sa = 
ode - + Bale Ptiss it “ils 

me Lewes Sans PS/o“4 SS ulRo~% : . 

ZESSEEZESE Slat (25/2 552 c 

SS ECR S Sane SO 2a ZORSAsS |= 

Oo ik Zz & IS j> 4 Zz \= 

anc handesssh oni Lie SS, > 











( The Lord Advocate.) 


LAND JUDGES COURT (IRELAND). 

Copy ordered, “of Third Return of 
Estates prepared by the Registrar of the 
Land Judges Court, pursuant to Rules 
dated 23rd January, 1897, in relation te 
proceedings under Section 40 of The 
Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1896.”—(MP. 
(, W. Balfour.) 


Return presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 11.] 
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QUESTIONS. 





TRANSVAAL WAR—TRANSPORT OF 
TROOPS—THE “ZAYATHLA” AND 
THE “ ZIBENGHLA.” 

Mr. BILL (Leek, Staffordshire): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War on 
what date the steamship “ Zibenghla ” and 
the steamship “Zayathla” left the 
Mersey, and by whom they were in- 
spected previous to their departure ; what 
number of days was the ‘“ Zayathla” de- 
tained at Las Palmas through the breaking 
down of her engines; and whether these 
steamers were unable to obtain a suffi- 
cient supply of water at Las Palmas for 
the horses on board. 


GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham) 
had on the Paper for to-morrow the fol- 
lowing question: To ask the First Lord 
of the Admiralty whether two transports 
named “Zibenghla” and “ Zayathla,” 
which were hired by the Admiralty to 
convey three batteries of artillery to 
South Africa with all speed in a great 
emergency, broke down as soon as they 
started ; whether news has been received 
from the Grand Canary that these vessels 
had put in there, one having already lost 
sixteen horses, and the other having been 
delayed there for three days from the 
breakdown of her machinery ; whether he 
has any objection to state the age of these 
vessels, whether they were sold by 
original owners as slow and obsolete, how 
long these vessels had been lying up in- 
active, how long would a thorough and 
efficient overhaul of boilers and machinery 
have taken, and was any overhaul or 
examination made to the satisfaction of a 
competent Board of Trade engineer ; on 
what date did these vessels set sail from 
England ; and whether there is any news 
of their having arrived yet at the Cape of 
Good Hope. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. G. J. GoscHEN, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): I will ask leave to be 


permitted to answer this question, and at | 
the same time the question of the hon. | 
and gallant Member for Cheltenham, | 
which he has placed on the notice paper | 


for to-morrow. The “ Zayathla” left the 
Mersey on the 27th September, and the 
“ Zibenghla” on the 2nd October. They 
were surveyed by the Board of Trade 
last month, and given the Board of Trade 


certificate. They had been previously 
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surveyed in September, 1898, by Lloyd’s, 
and classed 100 Al. When engaged as 


‘transports they were inspected by the 


Admiralty transport officer at Liverpool, 
and the engines, etc, by the Fleet 
Engineer of H.M.S. “Colossus.” The 
joint naval and military inspections 
before embarkation and before sailing 


-were held by the Admiralty transport 


officer and a military officer. All the 
usual strict surveys applied to the en- 
gagement of transports were carried out. 
The “ Zayathla,” which had been directed 
to call at Las Palmas to coal, arrived there 
on the evening of the 5th October, and, 
after coaling and having some slight 
repairs to her low pressure slide valve 
made, left on the 8th October. She 
arrived yesterday morning at the Cape. 
The “ Zibenghla,” which had also been 
directed to coal at Las Palmas, arrived 
there on the 10th October, and left the 
following day. The officer commanding 
the “Zayathla” reported that three or 
four horseshad died. We know of no horses 
having died on the “ Zibenghla.” I have 
heard nothing as to any difficulty in obtain- 
ing water inthecase of the “Zayathla.” The 
“ Zibenghla” had some little difficulty in 
obtaining a supply of water, but after a 
visit of the officer commanding the troops 
and the vice-consul to the municipal 
authorities, the difficulty seems to have 
been overcome. The “ Zibenghla” and 
“ Zayathla ” were built in 1883 and 1884 
by the Fairfield Shipbuilding Company 
for a mail and passenger service with New 
Zealand. I am informed that they per- 
formed that service without an accident. 
There have been persistent and inaccurate 
statements that they had been laid up for 
two years prior to their sale to the 
British India Company. This is an en- 
tire misstatement. They have been em- 
ployed regularly during the last two years 
between Liverpool and Canada, and their 
last voyages ended as late as last June. 
The hon. and gallant Member asks how 
long a thorough and efficient overhaul of 
boilers and machinery would have taken, 
and was any overhaul or examination 
made to the satisfaction of a competent 
Board of Trade engineer. My answer to 
the question of the hon. Member for the 
Leek Division of Staffordshire shows that 
such an overhaul had taken place, and 
that the Board of Trade was satisfied. I 
am informed that the steamers were 
bought on the 28th June last, subject to 
the Board of Trade’s inspection, and that 
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inspection being satisfactory, they accord 
ingly passed into the hands of the pur- 
chasers, the British India Company, for 
the purpose of being added to the fleet of 
that company in Indian waters, a fleet 
which has furnished nearly all the trans- 
ports which have so successfully trans- 
ferred the Indian contingent from Bombay 
to Durban. 


Str E. GOURLEY (Sunderland) : 
Were the boilers of these vessels of the 
old school—compound, and sixteen years 
of age—and what was the rate of con- 
sumption of fuel per day in each vessel ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I am 


answer the question offhand. 


Questions. 


unable to 


EMPLOYMENT OF THE VOLUN- 
TEERS IN ACTIVE SERVICE. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War if, having regard to 
the acceptance of the services of Volun- 
teer Corps offered for active service in 
South Africa by the colonies, and to the 
raising of Volunteer Corps in Cape Colony, 
Natal, and Rhodesia, some of whom have 
already done good work, the Secretary of 
State and Commander-in-Chief will, should 
circumstances require the despatch of 
further reinforcements, bear in mind the 


offers of service they have received from | 


members of the Volunteer force in Great 
Britain, always provided that only the 
best marksmen and best trained men are 
accepted, and that this can be done with- 
out taking such a number from any one 
regiment as might interfere with its 
efficiency in the general scheme for home 
defence. 


*THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
FoR WAR (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover): The 
law does not allow us to employ Volun- 
teers as such outside the United King- 
dom. Any Volunteers employed would 
have to enlist in the Regular Army. 
Subject to this reservation, the patriotic 
offers from members of the Volunteer 
force will certainly be borne in mind, 
though there does not appear to be any 
immediate prospect that their services 
will be required. 


Mr. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, Egre- 
mont): May I ask under what law the 
War Office are not allowed to accept the 
services of Volunteers ? 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: We cannot avail 
ourselves of these patriotic offers unless the 
Volunteers wishing to leave the country 
enlist for a short term in the Regular 
Army. As Volunteers they cannot go 
out. 


Questions. 


CARE OF THE WOUNDED. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he can now state what 
arrangements have been made for the 
care of the wounded in Natal ; and what 
number of Roman Catholic chaplains are 
now with the troops in Natal. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There are at the 
present time in Natal 44 officers and 
263 men of the Army Medical Corps, 
with five nursing sisters. Eight more 
officers and 80 men were due to reach 
Durban to-day. The organisation of this 
staff depends on the principal medical 
officer, Lieutenant-Colonel Exham, in 
whom we have every confidence, but so 
far as is known here the arrangement is 





as follows :—A medical officer is attached 
| to every battalion or regiment, and there 
| are also two independent bearer com- 
| panies. There are 53 field hospitals, 
| making up 550 beds, a stationary hospital 
| at Ladysmith with 100 beds, and one at 
| Maritzburg with 250. When the staff 
| due at Durban to-day has arrived, there 


| will be in all 1,100 hospital beds available 
in Natal. Beyond this, we have at Wyn- 
| berg, near Cape Town, a hospital with 
| 520 beds, and in order to make that avail- 
| able as a base hospital for the force in 
| Natal, we have sent out two transports, 
| the “Spartan ” and the “ Trojan,” specially 
| fitted up for the conveyance of invalids 
| between Durban and Cape Town. The 
“Spartan ” should reach Durban in about 
ten or twelve days from now, and the 
“Trojan” ten days later. As to medical 
stores, medicines, etc., the Director- 
General informs me that there is an ample 
stock in Natal for the whole British 
force, but that it is possible, if we have 
to take charge of large numbers of Boer 
wounded, that our resources may be 
strained. We shall make provision for 
this contingency. We are already doing 
this so far as the occasion has arisen. On 
the 23rd instant three Boer doctors with 
their assistants arrived at Ladysmith, and 
the Boer wounded were placed in the 
Dutch church under their charge. These 





doctors expressed to our principal medical 
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officer their gratitude and satisfaction at | not easily distinguished by an enemy ; 
the unexpected arrangements for the | and whether there is any foundation for 
comfort and welfare of the wounded. In| a report to which publicity has recently 
reply to the second paragraph of the | been given, that the officers of the Ist or 
question, there are, so far as we know, | Guards’ Brigade, lst Army Corps, are to 
three Roman Catholic clergymen with | wear white haversacks, while those of the 
the force in Natal acting as chaplains, | non-commissioned officers and men are of 


but Sir George White has authority to | khaki, like their uniforms. 


appoint as many more as he thinks) 442 WYNDHAM: The answer to the 
si di first question is in the affirmative. All 
Mr. DILLON: Do I understand the | ranks in the Guards’ Brigade have haver- 
Under Secretary rightly that the forty-| sacks of the same colour, except in one 
four officers in the Medical Corps are | battalion, in which the officers have them 
qualified medical doctors ? khaki and the men white. Orders have 
i ee e ‘ been given that all haversacks are to be 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. There | made of the same colour for all ranks. It 
are forty-four who are qualified medical | js easy to produce the khaki colour. 
doctors bearing Her Majesty’s commission | 
in the Royal Army Medical Corps. 





THE RESERVISTS. 
BULLETS USED IN THE WAR. Sm HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Under | ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Secretary of State for War whether the | War what proportion of the Reservists 
British troops in South Africa are using | Summoned to the colours have responded 
bullets with hollow points constructed to | to the appeal, of what regiments besides 
expand on impact, such as have been the Royal Welsh Fusiliers all the Reser- 
condemned by the Peace Conference at | Vists have come up, and how many of the 
The Hague. whole have been rejected as medically unfit; 
el an what arrangements the Government are 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. No such | makingto keepopen the posts of Reservists 
bullet has been used. The bullets used | in its employ against their return after 
are those of which I showed the hon. | the campaign ; and if the example set by 
Member a sample last session. |many employers in Sheffield and else- 
ie DION: Pevion ec. ‘Ths! where has been followed of granting main- 


| tenance allowances to wives and children 
sample shown me by the hon. Member | y ne emowantes ewer 


last session was a bullet with a hollow 
point such as was condemned by the 
Peace Conference. *Mr. WYNDHAM: Of the Reservists 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I think the hon. yes ot e* _— siege 
Member misunderstands. I showed him | “2” J 2 - id 


; accounted satisfactorily for their 
a Mark 2 bullet. I have a specimen here. “ sensn Mecvinn 108 : ek ak fon 
There is no hollow point to it. It is com-| +” . - P e 


; ° | ame selves. j 
pletely covered. I will show it to him) }% te report themeely - ~ 
rn teservists who rejoined 7:11 per cent. 
presently, and I am convinced that he |. ~~ . es Av 5 
‘ Ae were found unfit for service. The posts 
will be satisfied. 1. 
{in Government employment vacated by 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : | Reservists will be kept open for them ; 
May I ask if specimen bullets will be | and a maintenance allowance for their 
placed in the Tea Room this afternoon? | Wives and children will be granted, as 
: already explained to this House. In the 
(No answer was given.) Royal Welsh Fusiliers six Reservists are 
eT a eo ileal unaccounted for, and, so far, the Royal 
UNIFORMS OF SPECIAL COLOUR. _ | Scots has been the only regiment in which 
Mr. BROOKFIELD (Sussex, Rye): I| all were accounted for, though in four 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | others there remained but one each who 
for War whether care has been taken to | has not answered the call. 
provide all the troops on active service in 
South Africa with helmets or helmet| Sm HOWARD VINCENT: Will the 
covers of khaki, or some similar colour | posts of Reserve men in the Post Office 





during the absence of their husbands in 
the service of the country. 
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and the Metropolitan Police be kept open 
for them ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. What I have 
said applies generally to all employees 
under Government. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, 8. E.) : I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office will he explain why Reservists are 
made to pay 3s. 7d. for certificates of 


Questions. 


birth of children when applying for the | 


Government relief. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POWELL- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham): I think there 
must be some misapprehension on this 
subject. If the hon. and gallant Member 


can furnish me with particulars of any | 


such charges having been made I will 
inquire with a view to the money being 
refunded. 


MEDICAL REJECTIONS OF SOLDIERS. 


Sik HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
what number and what proportion of the 
men comprising the regiments, battalions, 
and batteries ordered on active service 
have been rejected as medically unfit or 
under twenty years of age. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The figures can 
only be given approximately, as all the 
returns have not come in; but so far as 
is known, the percentage on all arms of 
rejection for foreign service on account of 
insufticient training, of being under age, 
or of being medically unfit, is 364. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: 3631 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. We delibe- 
rately 
twenty years of age, and that accounts 
for a very great number. 


PROGRESS OF THE WAR—CAPTURE 
OF HUSSARS—CAVALRY 
ESTABLISHMENT. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary for War a ques- 
tion of which I have given him private 
notice with reference to the Hussar officers 
said to be prisoners in the hands of the 
Boers. I wish to know to what extent 
the establishment of ofticers falls short of 
its proper complement. I also wish to 
know what is the total establishment of 
cavalry officers, and what is required to 
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complete it. Also, will none but cavalry 
officers be attached to the establishment 
for special duty with the regiments sent 
out. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The establishment 
of the 18th Hussars was complete. 
Nothing is known as to the reason for the 
infantry officers having fallen into the 


Questions. 








enemy's hands, but it is assumed that 
they belonged to the Mounted Infantry. 
The peace establishment of officers of 


|the cavalry of the line is 730. The 
| present strength is 702. Twenty cavalry 


| officers have been attached to the cavalry 
| regiments sent from this country. There 


'is no intention of attaching infantry 
| officers. 


| *Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, 8.) : Can 
\the Under Secretary for War give the 
| House any information as to the fate 
|of the men wounded at Glencoe and 
| Dundee ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have to convey 
to the House the sad tidings of the death 
of General Symons. The news was con- 
| siderately sent to Sir George White by 

General Joubert ; this fact confirms our 
| belief that General Yule had to leave his 
_wounded at Dundee. I may add that 
General Yule’s force has now reached 

Ladysmith, and we hope to have shortly 
full information upon the dispositions 
| which he made for his wounded before 
leaving. The House will be glad to know 
_ that we have a further report from Mafe- 
king. It was reported “all right” on 
| the 21st inst. 


| THE CAPTURED HUSSARS. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : 


leave behind everybody under | May I ask whether the Under Secretary 


or War can confirm or deny the report 
as to the capture of a squadron of the 
18th Hussars ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I thought we had 
already confirmed that. The facts as 
stated in the press appear to be true. It 
is understood that all the officers whose 
names are mentioned are alive, although 
prisoners in the hands of the enemy. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): There is one point in 
the hon. Gentleman’s answer that is not 
clear. He assumed that the six infantry 
officers—five belonging to the Royal 





Dublin Fusiliers, and one other who was 
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taken at the same time—were attached to 
the Mounted Infantry. But is there any 
trace of any men of the Mounted In- 
fantry being taken ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Well, we have no 
further information. Our only informa- 
tion was really in a telegram which came 
from a Transvaal source, but it has since 
been confirmed. No doubt we shall hear 
everything to-morrow, when General 
White has had the opportunity of con- 
versing with Genera! Yule. 


THE ROYAL PATRIOTIC FUND. 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
widows and orphans of the soldiers killed 
in action during the present South African 


war will have any claim (and, if so, what | 
claim) on the surplus funds of the, 
Patriotic and Soldiers’ Effects Funds ad- | 


ministered by the Royal Patriotic Com- 
missioners, as reported by the Select 
Committee of the House of Commons in 
1896 ; and whether his attention has been 
called to the large amounts which the 
Commissioners now hold in excess of their 
liability to widows and children of British 
soldiers killed during the Crimean war. 


Mr. POWELL- WILLIAMS: The 
position of the funds referred to by the 
hon. Member in relation to claims of the 
relatives of those who lose their lives in 
the present war, and the schemes on 
which those funds and further funds that 
may be subscribed can best be adminis- 
tered, are now under consideration, and a 
conference with the Commissioners will 
be sought on the subject. It is impossible 
to make any definite statement at the 


moment, but the hon. Member may rest | 


assured that the matter will receive early 
and careful attention. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): Is it 
not a fact that these funds from the time 
when they were first handed over to the 
Commissioners have increased from 
£48,000 to £155,000, and that during 
their administration they had not spent a 
fourth of their income ? 


Mr. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I cannot | 


give a categorical answer. Undoubtedly 
the funds have increased. The Com- 


missioners are convinced that by the 
present mode of administration the 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 728 


funds will be exhausted for the benefit of 
those for whom they were subscribed. 


| SUNDAY DELIVERY OF SOUTH 
AFRICAN MAILS. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
| bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he will arrange 
for the delivery in London on Sundays, 
during the continuance of the war in the 
Transvaal, of all letters from South Africa 
which arrive here on Saturday evenings 
but too late for delivery on that day. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAnpbury, 
Preston): When the Cape Mail arrives 
on Saturday, delivery in London can 
generally be effected on the same evening. 
The practical difficulties of making such 
an arrangement as that suggested by the 
hon. Member, on those rare occasions 
when the mail arrives late on Saturday 
evening, would be very great, and the 
Postmaster General regrets, therefore, 
that he does not see his way to adopt the 
suggestion, inasmuch as the advantage, if 
any, which individual members of the 
public would derive would be very small 
as compared with the amount of Sunday 
labour involved. Express letters posted 
in Cape Colony and Natal will be 
delivered by special messenger in London 
on Sunday, provided that they are 
properly marked and prepaid with the 
proper fee as shown on page 23 of the 
Post Office Guide. 


PARCELS FOR SOLDIERS ON ACTIVE 
SERVICE. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hants, Basingstoke): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he will make arrange- 
ments with the Post Office to forward, 
free of charge, parcels which have to be 
/ redirected to soldiers who have removed 
to other quarters in the service of the 
Queen. 


Mr. HANBURY: Under the Inland 
Post Treasury Warrant of 1897 a charge 
at the full rate of postage originally pay- 
able is made for every redirection of a 
parcel (unless the original address and 
the corrected address are in a delivery 
from the same post office), and this regu- 
lation applies to all parcels alike, in 
cluding Government parcels and parcels 
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for soldiers and sailors. 
has to make payment to the railway 
companies for each separate conveyance | 
of a parcel, and the Postmaster General | 
regrets that his Department would not be | 
justified in foregoing the fresh postage 
now levied for redirection on soldiers’ as | 
on all other parcels. As regards re- | 
direction abroad, a fresh postage is re- 
quired under the international regulations. 


(Juestions. 


PUBLICATION OF DESPATCHES. 

Mr. HENRY BROADHURST (Leices- 
ter): May I ask the Leader of the House 
whether he has been able to come to any 


decision as to the circulation in provincial | 
towns of the official despatches from the | 


seat of war ? 
(No answer was given.) 


INCITEMENT TO TREASON. 

Mr. WILLAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
$.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he will state the existing law 
respecting those who shall maliciously 


and advisedly endeavour to seduce any | 


person or persons serving in Her Majesty’s 
forces by sea or land from his or their 
duty and allegiance to Her Majesty; 
and if he will direct its publication in the 
Dublin Gazette. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir R. | 
WesstTeR, Isle of Wight): No general 
answer can be given to such an abstract 
question. Whether such persons are 
lable to proceedings or punishment must 
lepend on the facts of the particular case. 


ARMY CONTRACTS. 

Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley) : I beg to ask whether there 
is any truth in the statement that in the 
case of the supplies to colonial troops 
important English orders for woollen | 
blankets, socks, and various articles of | 
underclothing have been given to manu- | 
facturers in several German towns. 


Mr. POWELL-WILLIAMS: No, Sir ; 
there is no truth whatever in that state- 
ment. 


COAL FOR THE NAVY. 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty if 
considerable amounts of coal, other than 
coal contracted for, have been purchased 
lately, not only for the use of the Navy, 
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The Post Office ) but for the replenishment of stores abroad, 


not alone from South Wales but from 
other districts of England, such as 
Northumberland and Durham ; if he is 
aware that Scotch coalowners, although 
some are on the Admiralty list, have not 
been asked to tender at this time ; and if 
he will see that they shall in future be 
| asked to quote for supplies. 


| Tue CIVIL LORD or tur ADMI- 
| RALTY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
| Worcestershire, E.): The Admiralty have 
| purchased nothing but Welsh steam coal 
| recently. 


THE CHANNEL ISLANDS MILITIA. 
Str CHARLES DILKE: I begtoaskthe 
| Under Secretary of State for War whether 
the Government proposals for a reorgani- 
sation of the Guernsey Militia have been 
agreed to ; how, and when, they are likely 
to come into force; and whether the 
Militia of the other islands (Jersey and 
Sark, for example) are also to be re- 
organised. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
the Channel Islands Militia is still under 
consideration. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Is the state- 





| ment recently published about the Guern- 


| sey Militia premature, then ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There are rather 
/complex constitutional problems in- 
| volved which are different in the cases of 

the two islands, and it is not possible to 
| settle the matter offhand. 

| LICENSED 
ARMY — REFUSAL 

PRIVATE SOLDIERS. 
Major RASCH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War 
has been called 
to the fact that two privates of the 
footguards, in uniform and _ perfectly 
sober, were refused to be served at the 


VICTUALLERS 
TO 


AND THE 
SERVE 


| Dirty Dick Public House, Bishopsgate, 


E.C., on 7th October; and whether the 
Department will draw the attention of the 
Licensing Committee of the Middlesex 
Magistrates to the case at the next 
Brewster Sessions. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The General 
Officer commanding the district is dealing 
with this case; and he will take such 
steps as may be necessary to ensure 
respect for Her Majesty’s uniform. 
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ARMY VETERANS. 
Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the First Loid of the Treasury 
whether he is aware that Irish pen- 
sioners, amongst others, who have 
served over twenty-two years in the 
Army, the greater portion of their 
time having been passed in foreign and 
active service in Persia, India, and China, | 
several of whom were given medals and 
clasps, and discharged from the Army 
with a good character, have now to apply 
for admission, or are being kept and 
supported in institutions such as “The 
Little Sisters of the Poor” and Irish work- 
houses, owing to insufficiency of pension 
for maintenance ; and whether Her 
Majesty’s Government can see their way, 
by legislation or otherwise, to remedy the 
condition of the Crimean veterans and 
others, so as to inerease their pension 
above 8d. per day. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The’ 


whole question is under consideration. 


THE SWAZIS. 

Sin ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies whether 
he can give the House any information 
regarding the Swazi people ; and whether 
Her Majesty’s Government will offer them 
a British protectorate, and restore the 
Swazis their ancient rights. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The British Consul 
left on the 14th of October. He was 
instructed before leaving to advise the 
paramount chief to keep his people quiet, 
and not to interfere in a war which is a 
white man’s affair. It is understood that 
the Government of the South African 
Republic have withdrawn their officials 
from Swaziland. As to the second part 
of the question, Her Majesty’s Govern- | 
ment are not prepared to make any state- 
ment at present. 


DELAGOA BAY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
he will state whether the award in regard 
to the Delagoa Bay arbitration has yet | 
been made ; and, if not, can he say when 
it may be expected. 


THE FIRST LORDor tHE TREASURY | 
(Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, E.) | 
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(for Mr. Broprick): The award has not 
yet been given, but it is expected that it 
will be shortly. 


BRITISH TRADE IN THE FAR EAST. 
Mr. J. H. ROBERTS (Denbighshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
is aware that the fortifications now being 
erected by the Russian Government at 
Port Arthur practically preclude trading 
operations being carried on there; and 
whether, as the Russian trading re- 
strictions at Talien-wan in their present 
form render international trade impos- 
sible with that port, any modification of 
these restrictions has been suggested. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (for Mr. Brop- 


RICK): Port Arthur is not open to tiade, 


and therefore no trading operations can be 
carried on there under any circumstances. 
No complaint with regard to restrictions 
upon trade at Talien-wan have reached 
Her Majesty's Government. In the event 
of such complaints being received inquiry 
will be made. 


THE LOSS OF THE “ KOWSHING.” 

Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, Black- 
friars): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
will state what is the present position of 
the negotiations for the settlement by 
arbitration of the claims made by Her 
Majesty's Government on the Chinese 
Government, more than five years ago, 
for compensation to the owners of the 
British steamer ‘‘ Kowshing,” and to the 


| families of British subjects who lost their 


lives by the sinking of that vessel. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Was not the “ Kowshing” sunk by the 
Japanese, and not the Chinese ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On 22nd 
August the Chinese Government, while 
denying their liability for the loss of the 
“ Kowshing,” asked for further time to de- 


cide as to whether they would agree to 


arbitration ; and they intimated to Her 
Majesty’s Chargé d’Affaires at Peking 
that they were awaiting a further com- 
munication from the Chinese Minister in 
London. Mr. Bax Ironside was informed 
in reply that Her Majesty’s Government 


‘could not allow the responsibility, so far 
‘as they were concerned, to be shifted 


Sir Claude 


on to the Minister here. 
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MacDonald, who is on his way back to 
China, has been instructed to press for 
an answer. 


Questions. 


LOCAL TAXATION—INTERCEPTED 
REVENUE. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 
can he state the total amount of money 
expended in contributions out of Imperial 
taxation in relief of local taxation during the 
yearending 31st March, 1899, and how much 
of that amount was provided respectively 
out of the general revenue paid into the 
ixchequer, and out of assigned revenues 


not paid into the Exchequer, but inter- | 
paid directly to the local | 


cepted and 
taxation account; whether he has taken 
into consideration that the revenues in- 
tercepted and paid directly to the local 


taxation account escape that annual con- | 
trol and supervision of Parliament which | 
is extended to the expenditure met out of | 


revenue paid into the Exchequer; and 
whether, during the Recess, he will con- 
sider the advisability of bringing the ex- 
penditure of such assigned and intercepted 
revenues under the control and supervision 
of Parliament by such an alteration in the 
law as would secure that in future these 
revenues shall cease to be intercepted and 


shall be paid into the Exchequer, in con- | 
formity with Section 10 of the Exchequer | 
and Audit Act, 1866, and included in the 


public accounts of revenue and expen- 
diture. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bris- 
tol, W.): The total amount expended in 
contributions out of Imperial taxation in 
relief of local taxation during the year 
ending 31st of March, 1899, was 
£13,267,895, of which £3,746,735 was 
provided out of general revenues paid 
into the Exchequer, and £9,521,160 out 
of assigned revenues not paid into the 
Exchequer. I think the statement in 
the second paragraph of the question is 


too broad ; and [ do not propose to make — 


any alteration of principle in the arrange- 
ments by which local taxation is relieved 
out of the public revenues of the country 
pending the Report of the Local Taxation | 
Commission. | 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) : | 
Can the right hon. Gentleman say what | 
is the “annual control and supervision of 
Parliament” referred to in the second | 


paragraph of the question ? | 
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ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer | 


| year when the accounts are made up. 
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| Sm M. HICKS BEACH: It is not for 
/me to interpret the question. You had 
| better ask the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn. 


Questions. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he can state the present condition of the 
balance sheet of the Post Office Savings 
Bank ; whether the balance due to de- 
positors, which on 31st December, 1898, 
was £123,144,099, has increased or 
diminished ; whether the value of the 
securities held on 31st December, 1898, 
and which were valued according to the 
average price on that day at £132,953,361, 
has increased or diminished; what the 
value of those securities is at the average 
price of the present day ; whether he is 
aware that the average price of 2? per 
cent. Consols, amounting to £77,380,7138, 
included in those securities, has failen 
| from about 111 to about 104 per cent. 

since 3lst December, 1898 ; whether the 

surplus of assets over liabilities shown in 
the balance sheet to 31st December, 189%, 
|as £10,702,556, still exists; and, if not, 
by how much has this surplus diminished ; 
and will he reconsider the method of 
valuing assets at the average price on the 
day of valuation. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I cannot 
answer a catechism of this kind except by 
'a Return; and I see no reason why a 
| Return should be given in anticipation of 
‘the usual period—namely, the end of tl e 
[ 
may say, however, generally, that the 
balance due to depositors in the Post 
Office Savings Banks shows a normal 
increase ; and, of course, the securities 


held against it have also increased. 
Owing to the fall in the mar- 
ket price of Consols, the assets 
if valued at market price on 


31st December next will doubtless show 
a diminished surplus as compared with 
last year. But there is no reason to anti- 
cipate that, even if valued at par, they 
will show a deficiency. I do not see what 
better method of valuation could be sub- 
stituted for the present system. 


THE MERCANTILE MARINE AND THE 
ROYAL NAVAL RESERVE. 

Sm CHARLES DILKE: I beg to 

ask the President of the Board of Trade 

what number of firms of shipowners has 
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enrolled boys as probationers in the Royal 
Naval Reserve under the provisions of 


the Mercantile Marine Fund Act of 1898; | 


and what is the number of boys so en- 
rolled. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcuir, Croydon): 
Forty-four firms of shipowners (some of 
them of the highest position) have en- 
rolled boys as probationers in the Royal 
Naval Reserve under the Act referred 
to, and the number of boys so enrolled 
is 184. 


RAILWAY BYE-LAWS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade, having regard 
to the fact that the proposed new code 
of railway bye-laws was remitted to the 
railway companies by the Board of 
Trade with certain modifications and 
suggestions nearly two years ago, will he 
state whether a revised code has yet been 
submitted to the Department ; and if not, 
will he say whether he proposes to take 
any action in the matter. 


Mr. RITCHIE: A revised code has 
not yet been submitted. Upon the ques- 
tion of policy I am afraid I cannot add 
anything to my reply to the hon Member 
of June 29th. 


DESTITUTE ALIENS, 


Mr. LOWLES (Shoreditch, Haggers- 
ton): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if, having regard to his 
address to the electors of Croydon in 1895, 
the statement in the Queen’s Speech of 
1896 that a measure dealing with the im- 
migration of destitute aliens had been 
prepared, and to his declaration in 1897 
that the Government would not depart 
one iota from their pledges (a declaration 
repeated in the course of last session), he 
will impress upon his colleagues the abso- 
lute necessity of dealing with the matter 
when Parliament reassembles. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I quite understand 
my hon. friend’s desire to obtain a 
forecast of the legislation of next session, 
especially as to a measure in which I know 


{COMMONS} 


he takes much interest, but I am afraid it | 
would be contrary to well-recognised | 
practice if I were to indicate what repre- | 


sentations I should make to my colleagues | 


in respect of any particular measure. 
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LUDGATE HILL STATION. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if his attention has 
been directed to the condition of Ludgate 
Hill Station; and if he will institute 
an inquiry with a view to compel the 
company to make such alterations 
and improvements as may be necessary 
for the safety and comfort of the large 
number of the general public using the 
station. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, Sir, my attention 
has been directed to this matter, and the 
Board of Trade have been in correspond- 
ence with the company. Iam informed 
that, owing to the want of space, it is quite 
impossible tc carry out any extensive 
alterations at the station, but that plans 
are being prepared showing what im- 
provements can be effected, especially in 
regard to the access from the platforms. 
The Board also understood that orders 
have been given for the station to be 
lighted throughout by electricity. 


SWINE FEVER REGULATIONS IN 
ESSEX. 

MaJor RASCH: [beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture whether 
his attention has been called to the reso- 
lution passed by the Contagious Diseases 
Animals Act Committee of the Essex 
County Council with reference to the 
abolition of compensation for swine fever ; 
and if he will act according to their re- 
commendation. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lona, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): I have received the 
resolution to which my hon. and gallant 
friend refers, but I regret that I am 
unable to concur in the opinion expressed 
therein. It is doubtless necessary that 
the power we possess to slaughter swine 
in conformity with the provisions of the 
Diseases of Animals Acts should be exer- 
cised with discretion and due regard to 
the circumstances and requirements of 
each case, but Parliament itself has pre- 
scribed that whenever we clo exercise that 
power, compensation according to certain 
prescribed rates shall be paid, and I could 
not propose that any change in the law in 
this respect should be made. 


HYDROPHOBIA AND RABIES. 


Mr. MACDONA (Southwark, Rother- 
hithe) : I beg to ask the President of the 
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Board of Agriculture whether hydro-| enumeration will be defrayed from local 
phobia is now extinct in Great Britain. | or Imperial funds. 


*Mr. LONG: I can scarcely as yet take! THe PRESIDENT or tue LOCAL 
it upon myself to say that rabies in dogs | GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Curtin, 
—to which I understand my hon. friend | Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : I am taking steps. 
to refer—is now extinct in Great Britain, | to obtain information bearing on certain 











but except in the district of South Wales, 
to which the Muzzling Orders still apply, 
we have no knowledge of the occurrence 
of any case of the disease since the 24th 
March last. We have therefore good 
reason to hope that our operations against 
the disease have succeeded, but much will 
depend upon the support we receive in 
the enforcement of the measures taken to 
prevent its re-introduction from Ireland 
and from abroad. 


DRINKING TROUGHS FOR HORSES. 
Mr. SINCLAIR (Essex, Romford): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 


Agriculture whether his attention has | 


heen called to the fact that contagious 


diseases are being communicated by public | 


drinking troughs to horses and cattle, and 
whether he could advise local authorities 
and others to provide taps or some means 
by which those who have valuable horses 
could fill their own pails, and avoid the 
risk to which they are now subjected ? 


*Mr. LONG: No information 
recently reached me of specific cases in 
which disease has been contracted at 
public drinking troughs, and although I 
should agree that, if the matter be looked 
at solely from the point of view of safety 


from the spread of infection, standpipes | 
afford the best means of watering horses | 
in cases in which drivers carry their own | 


pails, I do not think that it is necessary, 
or that it would be advantageous, for me 
to proffer advice on the subject. 


POOR LAW STATISTICS. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to! 
ask the President of the Local Govern- | 


ment Board whether the Poor Law 
machinery of the country has lately been 


used for the purpose of enumerating in | 


various districts of England and Wales 
the number of persons over certain ages 
with a view to ascertaining data for an 
old age pensions scheme ; whether a copy 
of the cards issued to enumerators and 
the instructions to the various officials 
engaged, together with the results of the 
enumeration, will be laid upon the Table 


has 


of the House ; and whether the cost of | 





| questions raised in connection with the 
Report of the Select Committee on the 
| Aged and Deserving Poor, and the clerks 
| to certain poor law unions have rendered 
| their assistance. In reply to the second 
| paragraph there will be no objection to 
'laying the information desired by the 
' hon. Member on the Table. The cost of 
| the enumeration will be borne by Im- 


| perial funds. 





HIGHLAND DEER FORESTS. 


| Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
| Advocate whether the Government pro- 
| pose to take any steps next session to 
arrest the further increase in the deer 
forest area in the Highlands and Islands 
of Scotland. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): No, Sir. 


Mr. WEIR: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
| man aware that the Chancellor of the—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. WEIR: May I not put a supple- 
| mentary question ? 


Mr. SPEAKER : 


the answer. 


Mr. WEIR: I think this does. I wish 
to ask whether the right hon. Gentleman 
will consider the advisability of alienating 
the rights of the landlords—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


If 


it arises out of 


NEW SCOTCH FISHERY CRUISER. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 

Advocate if he will state whether the 

Fishery Board have yet advertised for 
| tenders for the new cruiser ; and, if not, 
| will he say when tenders will be invited ; 
and will he also state what is to be her 
| tonnage, cost, and speed. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Fishery Board are not yet in a position 
'to advertise for tenders, or to announce 
| particulars as to the construction of their 

new vessel. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman get some information as te. 
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when the Fishery Board will be pre- 
pared to commence this vessel, seeing 
that a year has elapsed since money was 
voted for the purpose ? 

*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY : I told 
the hon. Member on the Estimates that 


his questions on this subject had been | 
really disastrous. We do not intend to | 


give information at a period which may 
have the effect of raising the prices. 


SCOTCH PRISON ADMINISTRATION. 
Str CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) : I beg to ask the Lord Advo- 
cate whether the Secretary for Scotland 
has received any representations urging 
the addition of a lady to the Depart- 
mental Committee recently appointed by 
him to inquire into the treatment of 
prisoners in Scottish prisons; and whether, 
having regard to the large number of 
woman prisoners concerned, he will con- 


sider the propriety of adding a female | 


member to the Committee, as was done in 


the case of the Departmental Committee | 
on English prisons of 1894, and that on | 


habitual oftenders, ete., in Scotland of the 
same year. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
reply to the first question is in the affir- 
mative, and an answer was sent which 
has appeared in the newspapers. If the 
Committee find it necessary, a female 


assistant commissioner will be appointed, | 


but it is not proposed to add to the 
number of members on the Committee. 


LAND TAX COMMISSIONERS. 
Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 


some of the names sent in by county | 


Members as those of qualified Land Tax 


Commissioners have been omitted from | 


the schedule as published in the London 
Gazette; and whether he can state the 


circumstances under which that has | 


happened. 

*Mr. HANBURY: On the 10th of 
March 1898, I promised, in reply to a 
question, that lists previously handed in 


should stand good as regards the Bill of | 


that year. The Bill was never carried. 
A similar arrangement this summer was 
considered, but not adopted, as various 
Members had died or vacated their seats. 
The cireular addressed to the Clerks to 
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the Commissioners of Land Tax by the 
Board of Inland Revenue called special 
attention to the necessity of preparing 
lists de novo, and if any misunderstanding 
has occurred it is due to the fact that this 
warning has not been communicated to 
hon. Members by the respective clerks. 


RE-TRANSMISSION OF TELEGRAMS. 
Mr. HENNIKER HEATON :41 beg 
/to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that continued 
annoyance exists at the full charge 
being levied for re-transmission by wire of 
a telegram, at the charge of ld. for 
postage for a re-directed telegram whilst 
letters are re-directed free, at the charge of 
|2d. by the Government forgiving a 
receipt for a telegram, and at the charge 
of one guinea per year being made for a 
registered address; and whether he can 
see his way to afford relief in any or all ot 
| these grievances. 


Mr. HANBURY: ‘The Postmaster 
General is not aware that any general 
| annoyance is caused by charges which are 
'made for specific services rendered to the 
public; and he does not see his way to 
|withdraw them. The answer to both 
| paragraphs is No. 


|THE POST OFFICE AND THE “DUBLIN 
DAILY EXPRESS.” 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, will he explain why 
| an antiquated procedure was resorted to 
| by the Crown in the recent action against 
ithe Dublin Daily Express for a debt due to 

the Post Office ; could he state what was 
' the amcunt due and how long it had been 
due ; and whether the amount due was in 
excess of the amount of credit usually 
| allowed by the Department to newspapers 
under similar circumstances. 


Mr. HANBURY: The _ procedure 
adopted in the recent action of the Dublin 
Daily Express was followed under legal 
advice, being deemed to be that best 
adapted to protect the interests of the 
Crown. It could, of course, be stated what 
was the amount due and how long it had 
been due, but it does not seem desirable 
to disclose these details, especially as the 
proceedings in court are still sub jude 
The similar circumstances are fortunately 
very rare, but the Postmaster Genera! 
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would assure the hon. Member that the 
case was treated by the Department with | 
every consideration. | 
| 
TELEGRAPHIC CHARGE ANOMALIES. | 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that it would afford 
considerable relief to people in this, 
country if he could see his way to admit | 
as one word in telegrams the name of each | 
and every place in this country, and no, 
longer punish those whose correspondents | 
live in the neighbourhood of Charing | 
Cross, Tyne Dock, Hyde Park, and such | 
other places, by havi ing to pay for two or 
three words for the name of the locality ;_ 
whether he can state the estimated | 
revenue derived by charging the names of | 
places as two words ; and whether he can | 
state the amount of revenue derived from | 
registered addresses, and the number of | 
persons who now pay £1 1s. a year each 
for the privilege. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General is aware that some relief would 
be afforded to people in this country if he 
were to do what the hon. Member advo- 
cates in his question, but he does not see 
his way to make further exceptions to the 
rule under which every separate word ina 
telegram is charged for. The estimated | 
revenue derived from charging the names | 
of parts of towns as two words rather 
than as one word is £4,500 a year, but 
any alteration in this direction would in- | 
volve further concessions thecost of which 
would entail a serious sacrifice of revenue. | 
There are some 58,000 registered ad- 
dresses, the fees of which amount to! 
£61,000 a year. 


CHARGES FOR TELEGRAPHIC 
ADDRESSES. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg | 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster Creneral, 
whether he will consider, during the 
recess, the question of allowing the name | 
and address not exceeding eight words to | 
he transmitted free of charge in tele-| 
grams. 


Mr. HANBURY: No, Sir; the ques- | 
tion of allowing a certain number of 
words in the address of a telegram to go | 
free has been fully considered, and the | 
Postmaster General can hold out no hope 
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ER 1899} 


that he will be able to do what the hon. 
Member suggests. 


TELEPHONE RATES IN LONDON. 

Mr. PROVAND: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether he has 
settled the scale of charges to be made 
for the new telephone service in London ; 
and, if so, whether he will state what 
these are. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General hopes to be able very shertly to 
publish the revised rates both for London 
and for provincial exchanges. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION PRO- 
CEDURE. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware that 
the Irish Land Commission, in order to 
avoid the delay and expense of litigation 


‘in getting fair rents fixed by the courts, 


has issued circulars to the effect that 
where landlord and tenant consent and 
sign a form, the Land Commission would 
send two court valuers to inspect the 
farms and fix fair rents accordingly ; 
whether the agents to Trinity College at 
Cahirciveen, county Kerry refused to agree 


(to the terms of said circular when 
| approached on the subject by the tenants 


residing in the townlands of Gurrane- 
bane, Gurraneevagh and Cahirciveen ; 
and whether he will represent to the 


' Land Commission that such refusal on 
| the part of the representatives of Trinity 


College will cause great expense and delay 


| to the tenantry on the property, who will 


now have to go before the courts to have 
fair rents fixed. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. G. W. Batrovr, Leeds, 
Central): The procedure referred to in 
the first paragraph is based altogether on 
the voluntary assent of the parties, and 
such assent must be signified by their 


| signing in the prescribed form the con- 


sents on which alone the Land Commis- 
sioners can act. I have no information 
as to the matter mentioned in the secon« 
| paragraph. 


CAHIRCIVEEN LAND COMMISSION. 
Mr. T. J. FARRELL (Kerry, E.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 


| to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
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whether he can 
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state the number of | 


applications made and awaiting hearing | 


in the Cahirciveen Land Commission dis- 
trict to have fair rents fixed ; whether 
originating notices were served on Trinity 
College representatives as early as April, 
1898, and are still unheard ; and whether 
information can be given as to the pro- 


hable time when the Sub-Land Commis- | 
sion will sit at Cahirciveen to dispose of | 


the applications awaiting trial. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: A hundred 
and thirty-one applications to fix fair 
rents await hearing from the dis- 
trict mentioned in the first para- 
graph. In only one of the unlisted cases 
from the Trinity College Estate was the 
application to fix a fair rent lodged in 
April, 1898, while, with the exception of 
two other cases in which the originating 
notices were lodged in August and Sep- 
tember of that year, the applications in 
all cases pending from the estate were 
received during the present year. A list 
containing cases from this district will be 
issued when the County Kerry list, now 
in course of disposal, is completed, but 
the actual date on which the Sub-commis- 
sion will sit in Cahirciveen has not yet 
been fixed. 

Mr. FLAVIN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman consider the necessity for 
appointing more Land Commissioners ? 


(No answer was given.) 


WARE'’S ESTATE. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
heg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
state the date on which the abstract of 
title in Ware’s Estate was lodged in the 
Land Judges Court to be ruled on by the 
ixaminer; whether the rulings on title 
have yet been issued ; and what the cause 
of the delay in issuing them has been. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The abstract 
was lodged originally on the 21st of 
March, 1898, but was found to be entirely 
defective. In May, 1899, an amplified 
abstract was lodged, and the queries on 
title were issued on 12th of July, 1899. 
No replies to these queries have yet been 
lodged. There does not appear, there- 
fore, to be any delay in issuing the 
rulings on title. 


IRISH LAND REVALUATIONS. 
Mr. M‘CARTAN (Down, 8.) : I beg 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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Lieutenant of Ireland, with reference to 
the certificates of valuation for the 
standard year required by the Land Com- 
mission in fair rent applications, whether 
he is aware that about the time of the 
commencement of the first judicial term 
a number of small holdings were con- 
solidated into larger holdings, and one 
rent receipt only given for the entire 
holding ; and that this consolidation de- 
prived the tenants from being able to 


Questions. 


devise, alien, or sell, or have judicial 


rents fixed for second term on any of the 
small] holdings so consolidated without ex- 


| press consent of the landlord in each case ; 


also that the valuations on these small 
holdings were not then separately made, 
and cannot, without a revaluation, be pro- 


/cured or supplied to the tenants by the 


secretaries of the county councils 
or the general valuation office; and 
whether, for the purposes of the Irish 
Land Laws, revaluations of these small 
holdings will be made forthwith to enable 
the tenants to comply with the require- 
ments of the Land Commissioners, and 
have their fair rents fixed for second 
judicial term. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Land 
Commissioners have no information with 
reference to the statement in the first 
paragraph that about the time of the 
commencement of the first judicial term 
a number of small holdings were consoli- 
dated into larger holdings. In cases 
where such consolidation took place it is 
assumed the tenants must have assented 
thereto. Without knowledge of the facts 
in each particular case the Commissioners. 
can express no opinion as to whether the 
consequences of such consolidations would 
be as stated in the question. The Valua- 
tion Act of 1854, as I have already pointed 
out, contains express provisions for the 
revision of the valuation of tenements, the 
limits of which shall have become altered. 
A penalty was recoverable from collectors 
of rates neglecting to take steps to have 
such revision carried out, and any rate- 
payer within the district was empowered 
to set in motion the procedure to have 
such revision made. The Order in Council 
of 30th January, 1899, provides for 
applications for revision of the valuation 
under the Valuation Acts, and I under- 
stand that applications made in accordance 
therewith in cases connected with fair rent 
applications are dealt with with all pos- 
sible expedition. 
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MUZZLING ORDER IN IRELAND. Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Mr. John 
Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg | Curtin, not Austin, as erroneously stated 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord |in the question, was one of four police 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can | pensioners who were employed in the 
now state when it is proposed to with- Department of the Collector General of 
draw the muzzling order for dogs in the | Rates, and who were not entitled to any 








county Waterford. | further pension on retirement from that 
Department, being, as already stated, in 
receipt of police pensions. The cases of 
these men were dealt with by the grant 
to them of a gratuity equivalent to two- 
thirds of one year’s salary. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: A ease of 
rabies was reported from Waterford in 
June last, and sufficient time has not since 
elapsed to make it prudent to withdraw 
the muzzling order from the county. 


INNISHOWEN RURAL DISTRICT 
COUNCIL. 

Mr. T. B. CURRAN (Donegal, N.): I} 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he recently | 
received a copy of a Resolution passed by 
the Innishowen Rural District Council 
complaining that special sanitary expenses | 
undertaken by limited districts are now 
chargeable on the whole rural district ; 
and whether he could see his way to 
intervene with a view to altering the 
existing state of affairs. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The reply | 
given by me on Monday last to a similar 
question put by the hon. Member for 
North Leitrim respecting the area of 
charge in the case of the Manorhamilton 
Water Scheme applies equally to the pre- 
sent question. 





IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury on what grounds two-thirds 
only of one year’s salary was awarded to 
Mr. John Austin, warrant officer for the 
last eight and a half years in the office of 
the late Collector General of Rates, Dub. | 
lin, as compensation for the loss of his | 
office, regard being had to the circum- | 
stance that, under the provisions of the | 

| 





Irish Local Government Act, pensions in | 
the proportion of two-thirds of a salary | 
are to be awarded to every person em- 
ployed in the office on the 31st March, 
1898, or remaining in that employment 
till the abolition of the post ; and on what 
grounds has Mr. Austin been debarred 
from a pension or commensurate compen- 
sation for the loss of his office, having re- 
gard to the fact that pensions on a gene- 
rous scale have been awarded to the other 
officers in the Department of the Collector 
General of Rates, Dublin. 
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MAYO COUNTY COURT. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been directed to the fact that ats he 
sitting of the County Court cf Mayo, at 
Ballinrobe, on Monday last, the learned 
county court judge dismissed a case on 


‘the ground that the plaintiff, a man 
| named O’Connor, who knows the Irish 


language alone, was unable to give his 
evidence in English ; and whether, having 
regard to the great proportion of the 
population in Mayo which is solely Irish- 
speaking, steps will be taken, either by 
communication with the Lord Chancellor 
or otherwise, to secure that justice is not 
withheld from suitors who are unable to 
speak the English language. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have caused 
this question to be telegraphed to Judge 
Dane, but he appears to be on circutt, 
and I have not yet received his obser- 
vations. 


CORK LUNATICS. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that in the opinion of the law 
advisers to the Cork Corporation and the 
Cork County Council, the present arrange- 
ment for the payment of the grant-in-aid 
towards the maintenance of the pauper 
lunatics in the Cork Lunatic Asylum will 
saddle the local taxation fund with ex- 
penditure incurred prior to the date upon 
which the Local Government Act came 
into force ; and whether, in view of this 
fact, he will cause further inquiries to be 
made in the matter. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member has been good enough to send 
me an extract from the opinion of the 
law advisers to the Cork Corporation, 
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from which their contention appears to be | 
that the making up of the accounts of | 
the lunatic asy lum from March to March, | 
instead of for the calendar year as hereto- | 
fore, will lay upon the ratepayers a burden | 
equivalent to the grant-in-aid in respect | 
of the three months ending the 31st of | 
March in this vear, unless the grant-in-aid | 
for this period is paid by the Treasury. | 
This, however, will not be the practical 
effect of the arrangement. The grant in 
aid of the rates in each financial year has 
hitherto always been in respect of an 
annual period commencing fifteen months 
before the beginning of such financial 
year. From this point of view, it may, 
no doubt, be said that at the time pay- 
ment is made the grant has always been 
fifteen months in arrear. But in practice 
this only. means that the expenditure 
during the first twelve months of the 
period of fifteen months is taken as 
the measure of the grant-in-aid for 
the financial year in which it is paid. In 
future the measure of the grant will be a 
period of twelve months as before, but 
these twelve months will be the twelve 
months immediately preceding. The 
ratepayers are in no way injured by the 
change, and no extra charge falls upon 
the Local Taxation Account by reason of 
it. 


Adjournment of 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION—MAJOR 


RASCH AND DR. CLARK 
Masor RASCH: I beg the House 


to. permit me to make a very brief 
personal statement with reference to a 
sentence which I had the honour to 
address to the House in the very few 
words I said yesterday. I stated that the 
hon. Member for Caithness was not only 
chairman of the Transvaal Committee in 
this country, but also had been agent for 
the Transvaal Government up to 1891. 
But in addition to that I said that he was 
in the Boer camp at the fight at Majuba. 
Sir, the hon, Member is not chairman of 
the Transvaal Committee in this country, 
but he is the treasurer of the Transvaal 
Committee in this country. The hon. 
Member was agent for the Boer Govern- 
ment up to the year 1891. The hon. 
Member was not in the Boer camp during 
the fight at Majuba. I will explain to 


the House how my mistake arose. 
In March, I think it was, of 
1894. I was one of a group 


to whom the hon. Member was relating 
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the relation the hon. Member made the 
statement in the first person singular. 

| the fact being that Piet Joubert had told 
| him certain facts, and the hon. Member, 
| repeating them, said, “ I was up at two in 
| the morning ; I saw the redcoats in the 
_ kopje ; I ordered the wagons to be un- 
| laagered ; I did this, that, “and the other.” 


| So ‘that, knowing nothing of Piet Joubert, 


I thought, and I was as certain of it till 
twenty-four hours ago as of my own 
existence, that the hon. Member was tell- 
ing his own story. After the debate 
yesterday the hon. Member was good 
enough to take me into the lobby and ex- 
plain the matter to me, and, having done 
so, I thought, as an honourable man, that 
the only thing I could do was to come 
down to the House and ask you to permit 
me to explain myself. I venture to hope 
that the House will accept my explana- 
tion, and that the hon. Member for 
Caithness will do the same. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I quite 
accept everything that has been said by 
the hon. and gallant Member. He mis- 
understood ; probably the graphic way in 
which I told the story misled him. 


SITTING OF THE HOUSE (FRIDAY). 


Resolved, That this House do meet 
To-morrow morning, at half-past Ten of 


the clock.—(Mr. Balfour.) 
SECOND SESSION (EXPLANATION) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without Amendment ; Bill read the third 
time and passed. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND ~igiataaniaie sas: 
TION) BILL 
Considered in Pieneaiitites, and reported, 
without Amendment; to be read the 
third time To-morrow. 


TREASURY BILLS BILL. 
Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without Amendment; to be read the 
third time To-morrow. 


In pursuance of the Order of the 
House of the 18th day of this instant 
October, Mr. Speaker adjourned the 
House without Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly, at 
ten minutes after Four 
of the Clock. 





the story of the fight at Majuba, and in 





An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates tevision by the Member 


a a 


S| 


br 


V 


; ’ 
ill 
mn 

ll- 

te 

od 

‘X- 
ne 
at 
ne 
nit 
pe 
1a- 
for 


ite 
by 
is- 

in 


eet 
of 


ed, 
ird 


ed, 
the 


ted, 
the 


the 
tant 
the 


. a 
Four 








An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 


749 Memorial 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Friday, 27th October 1899. 





JUDICIAL BUSINESS. 
Order of the 17th instant discharged. 


Ordered, That for the purposes of the 
judicial business of this House, Thurs- 
day the 16th day of November next be 
deemed the “first sitting day after the 
Recess.” 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





INDIA (SANITARY MEASURES). 
teport on Sanitary Measures in India 


in 1897-98. Vol. XXXI. 


WEST INDIES. 

Further correspondence relating to the 
hurricane on 10th-12th September, 1898, 
and the relief of distress caused thereby 
(in continuation of [C.-9205], March, 
1899). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Standing Orders No. XXXIX. and 
XLV. considered (according to Order), 

and suspended for this day’s sitting. 


PETITIONS. 


STATUE TO OLIVER CROMWELL. 

Petitions that this House will refuse 
permission for the erection of a statue to 
Oliver Cromwell on public land; of 
persons signing three petitions; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


MEMORIAL STATUES. 
THE EArt oF HARDWICKE, who 


had given notice to move to resolve— 


“That it is inexpedient that memorial 
statues should be erected within the precincts 
of the Palace of Westminster without the 
sanction of Parliament ; that the site between 
Westminster Hall and the road leading to 
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the House of Lords be reserved for a statue of 
Her Majesty the Queen, unless it should not 
appear to Parliament a suitable spot on which 
to erect any statue ”— 


Statues. 


said: With your Lordships’ permission, 

I desire to withdraw the latter half of the 

| motion standing in my name on the Paper. 
My motion will then read— 

“That it is inexpedient that memorial 

| statues should be erected within the precincts 


‘of the Palace of Westminster without the 
sanction of Parliament.” 


i It may appear to some of your Lordships 
that the present is a somewhat un- 
becoming moment for me to draw the 
attention of the House to this question, 
but my excuse must be that it was not 
until the pedestal of the proposed statue 
to Oliver Cromwell had reared itself into 
view that the critical nature of the emer- 
gency became apparent. On the other 
/ hand, my Lords, [ dare not postpone my 
| motion until next session, as by that time 
the very thing I wish to prevent would 
_ have become an accomplished fact, past, | 
‘fear, all remedy. It is no part of my 
| business on this occasion to discuss the 
merits of the career of Oliver Cromwell— 
I can spare your Lordships that intliction 
—but I should like to say one or two 
words in reference to that portion of the 
motion which I have withdrawn. I am 
very far from assuming, and have been 
very far from assuming, that the present 
site is a suitable one from the point of 
view of artistic effect, but I did think 
that Her Majesty’s Office of Works were 
competent to decide on what was or what 
was not a suitable site ; and as they had 
decided that the statue of Oliver Cromwell 
should be erected there, it seemed to me, 
owing to the undoubted conspicuousness 
and prominence of the site, that the 
British public would prefer to have upon 
it a statue of one who typifies the union 
of the Crown, Constitution, and Church, 
rather than the statue of a military die- 
tator, who, so far as I know, is chiefly 
remembered as the destroyer of all three. 
The chief point I wish to address myself 
to on this oceasion is that, whether there 
is to be a statue or not, the question ought 
not to be decided without consulting the 
two Houses of Parliament. Iam satisfied 
now that this site is not a suitable one. 
Those whom I have consulted, and who, 

| I believe, are most competent to express 
an opinion on the artistic side of the ques- 
tion, hold that it is wholly unsuitable ; in 
fact, my Lords, one critic remarked to 
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me that Oliver Cromwell emerging from | 
longer than is necessary this morning, 


the area of Westminster Palace suggested 
to his mind nothing so readily as 
Mephistopheles in the play rising from 
the nether world. I must ask your Lord- 
ships’ attention for one moment while I 
refer to the facts of this case. It was on 


June 14, 1895, that the Vote on the Esti- | 


mates came up in the House of Commons 
for a statue of Oliver Cromwell. On that 
occasion there was a debate, and one of 
the most ardent opponents of the proposal 
was the right hon. Gentleman the present 
Leader of the House, who was then 
Leader of the Opposition. The Vote was, 
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wish to detain the House one moment 


and therefore I am not going to quote 
from the speeches which the right hon. 
Gentleman delivered ; but if your Lord- 


_ships will refer to them you will see that 
he exhausted every argument that history 


or rhetoric could afford. Seeing that 
Mr. Balfour was the means of success- 


fully conducting the opposition to the 


proposal, I would ask—How comes it that 
Her Majesty’s Government now endorse the 
action of their predecessors, and studiously 
ignore the very decision which Mr. Balfour 


_ was the means of obtaining in the House of 


however, carried by the small majority of | 


fifteen. On the 17th of the same month, 
on the Report stage, there was a second 
debate in a larger House, and Mr. Balfour 
again led the opposition, and was success- 
ful in getting a majority of 137 against 
the proposal. The actual figures were 
220 to &3. 
June, 1895. On the 21st of June—four 
days afterwards— Lord Rosebery’s Govern- 
ment resigned. Therefore the anonymous 
donor who came forward and offered to 
present the late Government with this 
statue must have done so between those 


That was on the 17th of | 


| 


! 


dates, and I think we are entitled to know | 


from Her Majesty’s Government the actual 
date when this offer was made, and the 


is obvious that the anonymous donor 
must at the time have been hardly con- 
versant with what was going on in the 
House of Commons, because it was 
scarcely credible that he should offer to 
present to the Government of the day 
a’ statue which Parliament had dis- 
tinctly said they did not wish to have. I 
conclude that he must have been under 
the impression that it was a question of 
£500, and thought that if the country 
did not choose to spend the money he 
would. At any rate, it is clear that the 
Government of the day accepted this 
statue in defiance of 
wish of the House of Commons. The 
present Government accepted office on 
June 25th, 1895, and I think it is almost 
the strangest part of the affair that they 
endorsed the action of their predecessors, 
and endorsed it in the face of the fact 
that Mr. Balfour had led the opposition 
to the proposal only a few days before. 
And it must be remembered that what 
Mr. Balfour opposed was not the expendi- 
ture of £500; he opposed the erection of 
a statue to Oliver Cromwell. [de not 
The Earl of Hardwicke. 


Commons? I know that the Government 
have been asked on more than one occa- 
sion for an explanation of their action, 
and that the First Commissioner of Works, 
in reply to questions, has justified his 
action solely on the ground of continuity. 
He says, in effect, that it is a legacy the 
Government inherited from their prede- 
cessors, and that it would be an un- 
gracious act not to accept it. It seems 
to me, my Lords, that the whole policy 
of every Government may be considered 
a legacy ; but if that theory is to hold— 
if such a theory is to be adopted—our 
whole system of party government would 
be reduced to nothing else than a farce. 
No one denies that continuity in non- 


actual date on which it was accepted. It | contentious matters is desirable, but can 


‘it be seriously suggested that this is a 


the expressed — 


non-contentious matter? I would refer 
your Lordships to public feeling on the 
matter, to the numerous petitions which 
have been presented, and to Mr. Balfour’s 
two speeches, which effectively dispose of 
any such suggestion. There is no deny- 
ing that this is a highly contentious ques- 
tion. I think we are entitled to know 
from Her Majesty’s Government when 
the gift was made and what conditions 
were attached to it. I have heard that 
there were conditions, and I think we 
should know what they were. I hope I 
have not detained your Lordships too 
long, but I have done my best to place 
before you as concisely as possible the 
position in which we stand with regard 
to this matter. If my motion is adopted 
it will effectively prevent anything being 
done till next session of Parliament, 
when both Houses will have an oppor- 
tunity of discussing it. I cannot help 
feeling some small satisfaction in having 
been the means of bringing this matter to 
your Lordships’ notice, for although the 
House of Commons has been consulted 
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and ignored, your Lordships have hitherto | 
not even been consulted. 
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may throw stones. At the bottom of this 
statue, on the first tier—there are a series 


| of tiers—is a broad base. On that base 


Moved to resolve, “ That it is inexpe- | 
dient that memorial statues should be | 
erected within the precincts of the Palace | 
of Westminster without the sanction of | 
Parliament.” —(The Earl of Hardwicke.) 


THE EArt oF WEMYSS: My Lords, 
I should like to say a few words in sup- 
port of the motion now before the House. | 
My noble friend who has brought this | 
matter forward wired to me, and I have | 
come from Scotland for the special pur- 
pose of giving my support to his motion. 
I have taken great interest in the question | 
of the Cromwell statue, and your Lord- 
ships will remember that in the month of 
April last I brought the matter before 
the House. I am very glad my noble 
friend has omitted the latter part of his | 
motion. As regards the first part, I do | 
not think there can be any doubt that if 
statues of public men are to be erected 
within the precincts of the Palace of 
Westminster Parliament ought to have a 
voice in their selection, and also as to the | 
sites upon which they are to be placed. | 
I do not know whether the Crown is all- | 
powerful in this matter and can override | 
the declared wishes of Parliament, but 
even if it has that power some deference 
should be paid to those wishes. I am 
not opposed to a statue of Oliver Crom- 
well being erected; it is the site which 
chiefly interests me. I am aCromwellian | 
to this extent, that I believe him to have | 
been one of the greatest men England 
has ever produced, and that we ought 
to have a Cromwell statue. But 
when my noble friend, in the latter 
half of his motion—which has, I am 
glad to say, been omitted—proposed that 
this site should be kept as the site of sites 
for a statue of the Sovereign and not of | 
Cromwell, I own that I was greatly sur- 
prised, for of all the absurd sites for a 


‘statue this is, in my opinion, the most | 


absurd. I observe that the Irish, who 
were very hostile to the erection of a 
statue of Oliver Cromwell, are now silent, 
and I cannot help thinking that this 
silence is due to the fact that Cromwell is 
to be placed in a hole, which must be very 
satisfactory to them. The site is rather 
suggestive of a bear-pit at the “Zoo,” 
with a pole sticking out and Cromwell at 
the top looking like a bear waiting for 
buns to be thrown, and some people 


is to be the British lion couchant—also 
down in the hole—a fact which will 
no doubt greatly delight the gentlemen 
who write in such a friendly manner of 
England and the British lion in the 
foreign press. Then comes the pedestal 
on which Cromwell’s statue, which is to be 
eleven feet high, is to be raised. When 
I brought this matter before your Lord- 
ships’ House last session I pointed out 
that in the erection of statues there 
ought to be something like uniformity as 
to scale and size. Close to this site 
you have the statues of Palmerston, 
Beaconsfield, and others, all of which are 
between seven and eight feet high; and 
this statue of Cromwell—which, as I have 
said, is to be eleven feet high—will be out 
of all keeping with its surroundings. It 
will make the others look like so many 


_pigmies at his feet. The statue should 
not be placed in a hole, in a ditch, in an 


area—a very good place for a policeman’s 
statue, but not for a statue of Cromwell. 
When I ventured to suggest last session 
that a model should be submitted of the 
statue, Lord Salisbury—I regret he is 
not here to day, for I much prefer to say 


‘what I have to say of him in his 
| presence—met my motion with flouts 


and sneers. Indeed, it seemed to me, 
judging from the noble Marquess’s 
speech at the last Royal Academy ban- 
quet, that what he took most interest 
in, in the way of art, was the archi- 
tecture of ladies’ continuations. He 
said he preferred what they had 
in diplomacy—the fait accompli. Tf a 
model had been exhibited before the 
erection was proceeded with, indicating 
the height to which this statue would go, 
[ am certain public opinion would have 
condemned the raising of it on this site. 
I have been most anxious, as your Lord- 
ships know who have read the pamphlet 
I have issued on the subject, that models 
should be used in regard to the War 
Ottice and all new public buildings, in 
order that the public may have an oppor- 
tunity of judging which is the most 
suitable building, and which plan is the 
best for the ornamentation of the metro- 
polis. But here again I was sneered at 
and flouted by the noble Marquess the 
Secretary of State for War, who said one 
could not judge from models, and that 
Her Majesty’s Government had consulted 
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the Institute of British Architects, whose! Viscount SIDMOUTH: My Lords, 
President — Professor Aitchison — had | before the division is taken I desire to 
helped them in the selection of the design. say a few words upon this subject. I will 
The noble Marquess implied, I think, that | commence by expressing my great regret 
Professor Aitchison did not care the least that there should be such a thin atten- 


for models, that he thought they were 
neither necessary nor desirable, and that 
he was of opinion that Lord Salisbury’s 
fait accompli in public buildings was the 
best thing. Well, my Lords, I have al- 
ways contended that no man in private 


‘dance. I was not aware that the noble 
| Earl who has just spoken called the atten- 
'tion of your Lordships in April last to 
| this matter, but shortly before the close of 
| last session I addressed a few words to 
| the House on the subject. I then received 


life is safe for a day in building unless he | no support, and the Government threw 
goes step by step with the assistance of | cold water on my protest. On the present 
models, and I entered into a correspon-| occasion I am supported by a large 
dence with Professor Aitchison, who is, I | number of petitions against the erection 
find, more favourable to models than any | of the statue, and the thousands of signa- 
man I have yet met. I have sent him a| tures can hardly, I think, be overlooked 
copy of my pamphlet, and, in acknow-| The petitions come from London, Bed- 
ledging its receipt, he said he understood | fordshire, Northampton, Huntingdonshire, 
there were to have been models of the | Devonshire, Somersetshire, and, indeed, 
proposed War Office buildings. Professor | from every part of the country, and I 
Aitchison states that all the most cele-! would direct your Lordships’ attention to 
brated buildings in the world were erected | the length of them. A resolution similar 
from models — he instances, amongst | to the one moved by the noble Earl would 
others, St. Peter’s, Rome, and St. Paul’s, | have been brought forward in the House 
London—that Sir Christopher Wren was | of Commons, but there was not room for 
strongly in favour of models, and that | it in the present session. I contend that a 
the use of models in the case of St. | site more utterly unfitted for a statue of 
Paul’s Cathedral probably saved us from Oliver Cromwell could not have been 


having an inferior design adopted. He 
says, in conclusion— 


“TI certainly think that, even now, there 
ought to be models made of the new War 


Ottice, and also of the other plan. The ex- | 


pense would be a mere fleabite.” 


I still have hopes, my Lords, that the | 


Government wiil consent to have models 
made in connection with the new War 
Office. It will be remembered that, 
within a week, one hundred and forty 
Peers—including Archbishops, Bishops, 
members of the Government and the 
Opposition, Field Marshals, and others— 


signed a memorial to the noble Marquess | 


at the head of the Government asking 
that models might be made before the 
building was’ decided upon; but this 
petition was set aside. I hope, however, 
that, encouraged by the example of what 


was done by the Committee of which the | 
Prince of Wales was president with | 
reference to the Millais Memorial, and | 
strengthened by the opinion of Professor | 


Aitchison, their own adviser, the Govern- 
ment may be inclined to take a different 
view and agree to models being prepared. 
I heartily endorse the motion of my 
noble friend, and hope he will press it to 
a division. 


The Earl of Wemyss. 


| selected, as it is within view of West- 
| minster Abbey, which he desecrated, and 
| within the precincts of the Houses of 
| Parliament, which he was an instrument 
'to destroy. I wish to ask Her Majesty’s 
Government whether any public money 
has been expended on this most unfor- 
tunate project, and to urge that, in view 
of the feeling which exists out of doors on 
this subject, the erection of the statue 
should be postponed until the beginning 
of next session. 


Lorp CHURCHILL: My Lords, in 
the absence of my noble friend Lord 
Pembroke, the duty of replying on behalf 
of the Government falls upon me, and I 
hope I shall have your Lordships’ indul- 
gence if I am not as well posted in the 
details of the subject as I should have 
been had the matter not been sprung 
upon me at the eleventh hour. I 
may remind your Lordships that on the 
last day of the session we are somewhat 
inclined to imagine that our business will 
be of a purely formal nature, and there- 
fore I trust your Lordships will excuse 
any shortcomings on my part. I can only 
draw the noble Eari’s attention to the 
answers which have been given by Mr. 
_ Akers-Donglas in another place ; and with 
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regard to the suggestion that the matter{ THE Eart or HARDWICKE: Satis- 
has been settled without discussion, I | factory to the donor and to Parliament! 
must also call his attention to the fact; Why did Her Majesty’s Government, in 
that Mr. Akers-Douglas suggested on | face of that understanding, think it was 
May 1 that, if any questions were to be | not necessary to consult Parliament ? 
raised, hon. Members should raise them | 
on the Vote for his own salary. No|! Lorp CHURCHILL: The terms were 
reduction of my right hon. friend’s salary | arranged by the late Commissioner of 
was moved, and therefore I take that as | Works, not by Mr. Akers-Douglas. 
tantamount to the proposal being accept- | 
able to the House of Commons. Ican| THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
assure the noble Viscount who spoke last | Earl of HALspury): My Lords, I confess 
that no public money has been expended | I somewhat regret that my noble friend 
on the statue, nor will any be expended. | has expressed a determination to divide 
The whole expense will be defrayed by | on this matter. I cannot feel that it is 
the anonymous individual who is making | calculated to add to the dignity of the 
this gift to the country. With regard to | House, or the dignity of our discussions, 
the question of these projects being dis- | that on the last day of the session, which, 
cussed in Parliament, I can only say that | as the noble Lord who replied stated, is 
it is customary for gifts such as this to be | supposed to be of a purely formal cha- 
accepted on the responsibility of theGovern- | racter—there should be a discussion rais- 
ment of the day, and Mr. Akers-Douglas, | ing what is, in one sense, an important 
in making the remarks he did on his suc- | point, when not a dozen Peers are present. 
cession to the office, was merely endorsing | Can anybody suppose that the result of a 
what was done by his predecessor, Mr. | division obtained in this way can have 
Herbert Gladstone, who accepted the gift | any effect on the administration or on the 
on behalf of the Government which was | opinion of the country ? I protest against 
in office at the time. I am exceedingly | its being supposed that the question which 
sorry that Iam unable to give more de- | is now before the House is what my noble 
tails, but I have failed to find in reading | friend has stated it to be. My noble 
through the Papers any details with | friend said that his proposition was that 
which noble Lords are not already ac-| the matter should be postponed till next 
quainted which would elucidate the | session. There is no such motion before 
matter. {the House. There is only an abstract 
resolution binding the House for ail time. 


Tue Ear, or HARDWICKE: It is I think my noble friend would find it 


; extremely difficult to point out any ccca- 
very importar é es & , . ‘ 
Ne 3 . ape that the House should | sion when such a question as this has been 
know the conditions laid down by the 


| debated in Parliament. The selection of 

anonymous donor. I am very sorry the | Coma ae 
"fie : sites has always been left to the Admini- 
Government are unable to accept my . : . . 

; rae ._~ | stration, and the present Administration 
motion. Considering that the admirers . 

; . ought not to be asked to set aside all that 
of Cromwell have waited so many hun- 


: has been done by their predecessors. 
dreds of years before erecting a statue of J P 


: ie : fing | Vv 
him within the precincts of the Palace of Comment — ee Bt es —_ o 

<gelabe ml ; anonymous donor informed that his gift 
Westminster, I do not think there is any- . 

. . . had been accepted, and that a suitable 
thing out of the way in my motion, 


which only asks that three months should ate: woukl: ie: given: by Ber: Magy 


. |Government, just imagine what a 
be allowed to elapse before the work is ve. “s 


oe . precedent the present Government 
proceeded with. I regret to say that I} oq he establishing if they set 


shall be compelled to press my motion to} 41) that aside and refused to act. 
a division. “i ay 
If I am asked my private opinion, I am 
not certain that I entirely disagree with 
Lorp CHURCHILL: I am sorry I, my noble friend Lord Hardwicke with 
omitted to answer the question put by | regard to the statue, but that is not what 
the noble Earl. The understanding on | we are discussing. The question is, first, 
which the work was to be executed and | whether it is proper to make a new pre- 
given was that a suitable site, satisfactory | cedent of this kind, and make the erection 
to the donor and to Parliament, should | of every public statue, whether it involves 
be given by the Government. any cost to the public or not, subject to a 


| 
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debate in both Houses of Parliament ; 


secondly, whether, when a_ former | 


Administration has arranged a matter, it 
ought to be raised again when the benches 
on one side of the House are absolutely 
empty, and when less than a dozen peers 
are present. Is that a proceeding likely 


to add to the dignity of the House ? | 
There is another circumstance which | 


ought not to be lost sight of. By general 
consent this session of Parliament has 


been devoted to one particular subject, | 


every other subject being intentionally 
excluded from discussion; and I do not 
think a question should have been raised 
now which does not come within the sub- 


ject-matter to which this session was | 


supposed to be absolutely devoted. I 
strongly protest against a division being 


claimed, as I think this motion, if it is | 
carried, is not likely to have any other | 
effect than to establish some sort of reflec- 


tion upon your Lordships’ House. 


Viscount SIDMOUTH: I hope I may 


be excused for rising again, but I wish to 
say that the question has been brought 
forward now owing to the fact that dur- 
ing the recess an enormous pedestal has 
been raised on the site, and the work is 
steadily progressing. 


Tue Eart or HARDWICKE: I am 


extremely sorry to find myself at variance | 


with my noble and learned friend, and it 
is very difficult for me to decide whether 
or not to press my motion to a division. 
In reply to the remarks of the noble and 
learned Lord on the Woolsack, who de- 
precated the bringing forward of this 
motion on the last day of the session, I 
may point out that it was my intention 
to have brought it forward earlier, but 
the House adjourned for a week, and 
it was impossible to get it on the 
Paper for yesterday. This, therefore, 
was the only day on which I could bring 
it forward. The fact of there being only 


a few Peers present rather goes to show | 
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‘full notice was given. In the circum- 
stances, feeling, as I do, very strongly 
that it would be a disastrous thing that 
the statue should be erected on this par- 
ticular site, I have no alternative—unless 
' the Government will give an undertaking 
that nothing further shall be done until 
next session-—but to go to a division. 





THE Ear or WEMYS&S: I can con- 
firm what my noble friend said as to his 
intention of putting the motion on the 
Paper for yesterday. I understood that 
it was to have come on yesterday, and 
I came here to take part in the discussion. 


On Question, their Lordships divided :— 
| Contents, 6 ; Not-contents, 4. 


CONTENTS. 
Hardwicke, E. [Te//ev.] 
Malnesbury, E. 

Sidmouth, V. [Zeller.] 
Crofton, L. 

Shute, L. (V. Barrington.) 
Wemyss, L. (£. Wemyss.) 


NOT-CONTENTS. 
Halsbury, E. (LZ. Chancellor.) 
Waldegrave, E.  [7e//er.] 
Churehill, L.  [Zed/er.] 
Kintore, L. (2. Aintore.) 


SECOND SESSION (EXPLANATION) 
BILL. 

Read 2 (according to order); Com- 

mittee negatived ; then (Standing Order 

No. XXXIX. having been suspended) Bill 


read 3¢ and passed. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 


TREASURY BILLS BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; Read 1¢ ; 
then (Standing Order No. XX XIX. having 
been suspended) Bills read 2¢ (the Earl 
Waldegrarec) ; Committee negatived ; Bills 
read 3%, and passed, 


House adjourned during pleasure. 


that Her Majesty’s Government do not | 


really regard this as a matter of much | 
importance. If my resolution is carried, | 


the probability is that the matter will 


be discussed in the next session of Par- | 


liament. I cannot help thinking that if 
Her Majesty’s Government were desirous 
that this statue should be erected imme- 
diately and that there should be no 
delay, noble Lords would have come 


here to vote against my motion, of which 


The Earl of Halsbury. 


House resumed. 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


COMMISSION. 


The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent :— 
1, Consolidated Fund (Appropria- 
tion). 
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2. Treasury Bills. 

3. Second Session (Explanation). 
QUEEN’S SPEECH. 


Her Majesty’s Most Gracious Speech 


{27 OcTOBER 1899} 


was delivered to both Houses of Parlia-. 


ment by the Lord High Chancellor (in 
pursuance of Her Majesty’s commands), 
as followeth :— 


“ My Lords and Gentlemen, 


“TI am happy to be able to release 
you from the exceptional duties which 
have been imposed upon you by the 
exigencies of the public service. 


“T congratulate you on the brilliant 
qualities which have been displayed by 
the brave regiments upon whom the 
task of repelling the invasion — of 
My South African Colonies has been 
laid. In doing so, I cannot but ex- 
press My profound sorrow that so many 
gallant officers and soldiers should have 
fallen in the performance of their duty.” 


“ Gentlemen of the House of Commons, 


“T acknowledge with gratitude the 
liberal provision which you have made to 
defray the expenses of military operations 
in South Africa.” 

Wy Lords and Gentlemen, 

“T trust the Divine blessing may rest 
upon your efforts and those of My gallant 
Army to restore peace and good govern- 
ment to that portion of My Empire, and 
to vindicate the honour of this country.” 


Then a Commission for proroguing the 


Parliament was read. 


After which the Lord Chancellor said : 


“* Wy Lords und Gentlemen, 


“ By virtue of Her Majesty’s Commis- 
sion, under the Great Seal, to us and 
other Lords directed, and now read, we 
do, in Her Majesty’s name, and in 


obedience to her commands, prorogue | 
this Parliament to Monday the fifteenth | 


day of January next, to be then here 
holden ; and this Parliament is accord- 
ingly prorogued to Monday the fifteenth 
day of January next.” 


Reports, de. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 27th October 1899. 





The House met at half-past Ten of the 
clock. 


PETITION. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY. 
Petition from Camden Street, London, 
for alteration of law; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 
PEACE CONFERENCE AT THE HAGUE 
(MISCELLANEOUS, No. 1, 1899). 

Copy presented, of Correspondence 
respecting the Peace Conference held at 


‘The Hague in 1899 (in continuation of 


Russia, No. 1, of Session 1899) [by Com- 

mand]; to lie upon the Table. 

INDIES (HURRICANE OF 
SEPTEMBER, 1898). 

Copy presented, of Further Corre 
spondence relating to the Hurricane on 
10th and 12th September 1898, and Re- 
lief of Distress caused thereby (in eon- 
tinuation of C. 9205, Session 1899) [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


WEST 


EAST INDIA (SANITARY MEASURES). 
Copy presented, of Report on Sanitary 

Measures in India in 1897-8, Vol. XXXI. 

{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND). > 
Copy presented, of Return for the 
quarter ended 30th September, 1899 [by 


, Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 
(EVICTION NOTICES). 
Copy presented, of Return of the 


‘number of Eviction Notices filed during 


the quarter ended 30th September, 1899 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC REVENUE (INTERCEPTION). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 24th October; Vr. Gibson 


Bowles} ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 12.] 
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PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS. | an accident, I have not here the answer 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table— | to these questions. But I may say that 
vii ‘I doubt whether the Admiralty has full 
List of the Bills, Reports, Estimates, details as to the total number of blue- 
and Accounts and Papers printed by | jackets, marine artillery, and marine 
order of the House, and of Papers pre-, infantry who have been landed in South 
sented by Command, Session 2, 1899, | Africa for service in the field. From 


with a General Alphabetical Index there-| memory I cannot give the proportion of 





to, 26th Parliament, Sixth Session, 
63 Vic., 17th October, 1899 to 27th 
October, 1899 ; to be printed. [No. 13.] | 


NEW WRIT FOR THE BOROUGH OF 
EXETER. | 

In the room of the Hon. Sir Henry 
Stafford Northcote, Baronet (Chiltern | 
Hundreds).—(Sir William Walrond.) 


QUESTIONS. 


BRITISH ANT FOREIGN FLEETS. 


Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty when the 
Return, Fleets (Great Britain and Foreign 
Countries), ordered on 21st July, is likely 
to be in the hands of the Members. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe ADMIER- | 
ALTY (Mr. G. J. GoscHEn, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The Return is nearly 
finished, and will be presented soon. 


TRANSVAAL WAR — NAVAL’ CON- 
TINGEN! FOR SERVICE IN THE 
FIELD. 

Sir J. COLOMB (Yarmouth): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether any force from Her Majesty’s 
ships has been landed in South Africa for 
service in the field; and, if so, what is 
the total number of blue-jackets, marine 
artillery, and marine infantry respec- 
tively ; what is the proportion of officers 
to men in each branch of the force so 





employed ; and who is in immediate | 


command of the whole force ; I beg also 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
the senior officer of the marine forces 
serving 01 the Cape naval station has 
passed the Staff College, and was subse- 
quently employed as an instructor at the 
Royal Military College, Sandhurst. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I must apologise to 
my hon. and gallant friend, for, owing to 


| 


the officers to the men of the force; 
neither can I say whether it will be kept 
together or distributed. 


*Sm J. COLOMB: With regard to a 
naval officer being in command, may I ask 
who is responsible when the specially 
qualified marine officer is not in command 
of the force ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: The responsibility 
of selecting the officer to command rests 
with the Admiral, with whose discretion 
I should not interfere. 


GERMAN OFFICERS WITH THE BOER 
ARMY.—CAPTURE OF COL. SCHIEL. 

Mr. JAMES BAILEY (Newington, 
Walworth): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
attention of Her Majesty's Government 
has been drawn to the capture of Colonel 
Schiel, an officer of German nationality, 
who has been prominently connected with 
the organisation of the Boer military 
force; and whether representations will 
be made to the German Government on 
this subject. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE FOR WAR (Mr. GeorGe Wynp- 
HAM, Dover): The answer to the first 
paragraph is in the affirmative. The 
question involved in the second paragraph 
in no way concerns the War Office. 


MAURITIUS GARRISON. 


Str CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War of 
what troops the garrison of Mauritius is. 
at present composed. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I must apologise 
for not having the figures with me, but I 
think the right hon. Baronet knows the 
situation well. We have two colonial 
battalions at Mauritius. We have had 
half a battalion of British infantry there, 
but it has been removed. I prefer not to 





go into details. 





lm pian tn Md pian alle til ao a a a 


rH 
Pa, 








765 Consolidated Fund 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- | 
TION) BILL. 


Order for Third Reading read. ! 

Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That the Bill be now read the Third 
Time.” 


THIRD READING. 
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There is another plea urged, and that is, 
that this is a war for equality of rights. 
We all want equality of rights; the 
only question is, how are you going 
to enforce it? I do not understan 
how you should go to war to obtain 
equality of rights in this way in the 
Transvaal. If the Government say that 
those who have not equality of rights 


'must use force to obtain it, they are 


Str WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- | 
land, Cockermouth): I suppose _ this 
will be the last occasion on which we 
shall have the opportunity of discussing | 
the war policy of the Government. 
Many of us, I think, will remember that 
only about two months ago, towards the 
close of last session, a speech was made 
by the right hon. Gentleman, the Colonial 
Secretary, in which he said, “We have 
put our hands to the plough, and we will | 
not turn back.”  [* Hear, a 1”] Yes ; | 
he did put his hands to the plough, and he | 
is now reaping the harvest bitterly. This 
is said to be the shortest session of | 
modern times. That may be so, but in | 
my opinion it has been, beyond doubt, | 
the most horrible session for many and 
many a day. Now that we are going 
away to our amusements, to our 
vacations, to our recreations in the 
country, what shall we have during | 
the recess? I suppose we shall 
have, day by day, horrible accounts of 
brave men dying in misery and wretched- 
ness, of massacres, and of contests between 
two Christian nations, while the surround- 
ing savages look on in astonishment at 
what we are capable of doing ; and here 
we are witnessing all the misery entailed | 
onthe widows, orphans, and families of 
those who have fallen. I ask to-day, for | 
the last time, that I may have the oppor- | 
tunity of asking the question—what is it | 
allabout ? We hear different statements of | 
this. Sometimes it is said that it is for | 
supremacy ; sometimes that word is | 
altered to paramountcy. That is nothing | 
more than the robber’s plea that might | 
should be right. 


I see that the Colonial | 
Secretary has been writing a letter to the | 
Ministerial candidate in the Bow election, | 
and that he urges the electors to support | 
that candidate, “to prevent President | 
Kruger and his advisers from impairing | 
the suzerainty of the Queen.” I think | 
that even the Colonial Secretary should | 
have dropped that word now, after what | 
has heen said in this House by a!! who | 
are qualified to speak on the subject. | 


} 
} 
| 
| 


entering on a revolutionary course which 
will have very far-reaching consequences. 
I saw my friend Mr. Davitt an hour 
before he made his speech intimating his 
intended resignation. He told me that 
he was going to leave the House of 
Commons, as he could do no good here 
for Ireland, and that in future he should 
resort to physical force to obtain political 
rights for his countrymen. I told Mr. 
Davitt I thought that was wrong. But 
what can you say to Mr. Davitt and every 
person who thinks with him? How can 


you object to Mr. Davitt using force to ob- 


tain political rights for his fellow country- 
men, when you use force to obtain political 
rights for the Uitlanders in South Africa ? 
Surely one is as wicked as the other. I 
object to it strongly, and I say that the 
Government are leading the way in that 
direction. It is abominable and not a 
course which we ought to pursue. Then 
we are told that we are fighting to 
get rid of an oligarchy. Why, this 
country is governed by an_ oligarchy. 


|The House of Lords is an oligarchy, just 
as much an oligarchy as the Boer oligarchy ; 


and much worse, foran hereditary oligarchy 


|is worse than any other. If the people 


of this country rise up to upset the House 


of Lords what are you going todo? I[ 


am bound to speak as I am doing, because 
I do not think that there has ever been 
such a lowering of public tone and public 
morality in modern history as there is at 
the present time in this country. Some 
people blame the Colonial Secretary for 
what is going on. He has his own 
standard of honour. It is not for me or 
anybody else to impugn his standard of 
honour, but we can say it is not ours. 
What is the Colonial Secretary’s standard 
of honour ? Well, as a member of the 
South African Committee the Colonial 
Secretary signed a Report in which Mr. 
Rhodes was described as a traitor, a 
deceiver, a filibuster, and a misleader of 
his subordinates. I do not think that 
you could have a worse character than 
that in the whole range of politics, and 
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yet, having written that Report and signed | 
it, the right hon. the Colonial Secretary 
came down to this House and said that 
Mr. Rhodes is a man of perfect honour. | 


If the conduct of Mr. Rhodes is the} 


Colonial Secretary’s standard of honour, 
it is the most atrocious I ever heard of. 
And the right hon. Gentleman’s standard 
of honour is that of the Cabinet, because 
they agree with him. It is the standard 
of honour of this House, because we 
support the Government; and I am 
sorry to say it is the standard of 
honour of the country, because the 
country supports this House.  [‘ Hear, | 
hear.”] Yes, and a very horrible state of | 
things it is. Then, after all, the right 
hon. Gentleman comes down to this 
House and makes a sickening appeal to | 
the God of battles. Who is the god of 
battles? Why, Mars—a heathen deity. 
It is not the God whom we Christians are 
supposed to worship, who is the Prince of 
Peace. What the right hon. Gentleman 
worships is the heathen deity Mars. [‘Oh, 
oh!”] It is true; and I think in all this | 
horrible war, and all that is going on, the 
most sickening and horrid thing is the 
gross hypocrisy of the religious people | 
getting up and talking about the God of | 
battles. I think the religious world is | 
rapidly losing all power over the people 
of this country, from what is going on. 
It seems to me we are rapidly getting 
into the same condition as France, in 
giving up everything to the false idea of 
military glory. Well, I have only one 
hope, and that is that when the people 
of this country begin to think and to read 
day after day what is going on, they will 
agree that they have had, perhaps, enough 
of slaughter, and that Christianity, gene- 
rosity, and humanity may have some 
influence upon them after all. At 
present we all admit that these feelings 
are absent from the public breast, but 
when they begin to assert their supre- 
macy once more, the people will insist 
that the Government shall stay the carn- 
age that is now going on. They can do 
so. There can be no difficulty about it. 
All the blood that is now being shed is on 
their hands, because, although I quite 
admit that they are supported by the 
country, it is the Government and the 
party which supports them who are 
primarily responsible for it. If the 
Government will only do that just 
thing they may alleviate something of 
the horrors from which we are now 


Sir Wilfrid Lawson. 


{COMMONS} 


| capitalists. 
‘apply to the Cornish miners who have 


complain of. 


opportunity afforded them. 
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suffering, and which are making a shame- 


i ful record of the close of the nineteenth 
| century. 


Mr. STRAUSS (Cornwall, Camborne): 
I wish to contradict certain statements 
that have been made about the treatment 
of the Uitlanders by the Boers, which 
may leave a wrong impression on the 
country. As the House is probably aware, 


/miners form a very large proportion of 


the electorate of my constituency, and 
many of them who were Uitlanders in 
the Transvaal have recently returned 
home. I made it my business last week 
to mix with them and confer with them 
both in private interviews and at public 
meetings. It has been stated here that 
this is a war waged in the interests of 
That term certainly does not 


found c‘ther a permanent or a temporary 
home in the Transvaal. It has also been 
stated that the working men in the Trans- 
vaal are quite contented with the govern- 
ment of that country, and had nothing to 
Now, there is hardly a man 
of all those Cornish miners who have re- 
turned who has not related some incident 
in his own experience where they had to 
suffer injustice without redress, most in- 
tolerable insolence, bordering on ill-treat- 
ment, until the impression was forced 
upon them that it was almost a disadvan- 
tage to be the subject of a Power which 
prided itself in being supreme and para- 
mount. They appealed to the British 
Government, and so far from the signa- 
tures to the petition to Her Majesty being 


_ demanded by their employers, there were 


thousands of these miners who would 
gladly have signed it if they had had the 
Even if the 
recent negotiations had been successful, 
they would have left the country where 
they were treated with hatred and con- 
tempt. They were all convinced that 
nothing but the clearest manifestation of 
thesupremacy and the power of this country 
would make it possible for them to re- 
turn to their work in the Transvaal, and to 
live in peace and in self-respect. At several 
public meetings, which were attended by 
hundreds of these Uitlanders, there was 
a unanimous expression of full confidence 
in the policy of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, and I was asked to convey to the 
Colonial Secretary the earnest hope of 
these men that when a settlement was 
come to it would be such as to secure those 








rig 
sul 
a ( 


cal 
mi 
sta 
col 
de 
Ge 
an 
lea 
So 
bet 
Tr 
of 
the 
Th 
un 
wo 
the 
frie 
cou 
rig! 
tar 
hor 
the 
ing 
hav 
had 
and 
me 
frai 
wol 


shar 


Tas 
the 
men 


“ I 
in tl 
beca 
to g 
all. 
thror 
thron 
actus 


Unf 
mun 
frien 
and 





ee OL OO LES SS -.ti“‘( aRe-.DL!:!LlUL EL ee 


a ae ee ee 


Xe ke eo ke VS ' 


i, ee A ie, es 





769 Consoliduted Fund {27 OcToBER 1899} (Appropriation) Bill. 770 
rights and that justice which every British | Courant, but had to send to the Brussels 
subject is entitled to demand who livesin Legation for it. Only yesterday I 
a country under British sovereignty. received a copy of the Staats Courant, 


and have had an opportunity of com- 
. , , aring it with the statement in the 

*DpR ’ . \, nee) + 3 paring ; 
Pha hee rag ag ‘ ; ae t0 official Blue Book ; and I find that there 
cae bie alvention O© the souse for a 1ew is a complete misrepresentation of the 
minutes to another mistake or misunder- ¢,445 in the Blue Book issued by the 
standing which has been disclosed in the Celenid: OGek—- misrepresentation 
yoraain ge sage aly gs gs which misled and deluded my hon. and 
— PP gee Sve tee ell. on. ‘Jearned friend ; because in Article 4, in 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary read jy. Blue Book version of the Act, the 

ini rpresse y ‘ ass “ « +] 
i re a ” - oan 2 words “with complete franchise rights ” 
rian Shi ne manger ‘ e vemver Fare omitted. I do not allege that the 
SORES: aay SS 50 TRO QUCenON Bt s60C | toh, hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
twee j Lover » ‘ ? » Hag ft 4° : i 
Heeween thie Goverment and that of the Secretary, ot it Alten 
ransvaal, as That w ) e effect | y7. ele , * eats 
of the law passed in July last granting a ee ee eee 
ages ng oo wig ea Ps hise | Party to criminal negligence of this kind. 
The Trane a a a a The right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
ois gr ” a en SES TWiteicics Secretary said he had read through the 
epee mae o> | Act, and had come to the same conclusion 
would be naturalised, and would receive 


: }as my hon. and learned friend the Mem- 
the full franchise. My hon. and learned ew foe Saath: ideas. 5 weed tate 


friend thought that under that law there |.) 1; : : 
could not be more than 200 or 300. The es a lagen — 09 = a 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Seere- | 1° 1720, 020 40" passed by © Vechoc] 
ne pointed cub how. well. qualified my or this lying misrepresentation published 
arv 9 > ) r tas) q € e “al ae ° ¢ a rms: . ss 
’ +3 ’ |in his Blue Book? This is a very 
on, anc 2arne ‘rene ‘as 8 aK € | ° 2: . s “¢ 
agree 4 pissy nes: pit am vin serious question affecting the honour of 
ee er ee ’) COM | this ¢ ' We have charges made 
: at : Ss country. e have charges made 
¢ tro s side « 4 se g ‘ ’ : f=) 
“geen = Ker pag = “a ‘against the honour of the ‘Transvaal 
nt Disrg nieabinns «t the “a9 Government, that they did certain things 
ad s > COrres : f mM. 1 a DOS F mis 
: raudulently and for the purpose of mis- 
and loarned Gentleman. who hes stated ti . ) 
om rag 1 Ge a who has — leading this country and the world. Now 
3 > Dasis ¢ Ss ¢ é ‘ ae : : 
fy ae ; a ra - wa a5 toon mae we have here a most important portion of 
‘anchise was ‘actically ¢ aud, anc goer . : . : 
ee ? : a clause he Act, either designedly and 
would not give fair and immediate repre- ness ts ca ne gta: age 
dike to tha Ghai lath wilfully, or carelessly and negligently left 
Ss ey c » J « ay é # i e ‘i © 
in h _ 11 * if mrs lg MIO. out of the Blue Book. I do not know 
b\ ‘4 ( a c é *e > » a Se — ° . . 
Pe ee ee eee which is the most accurate view-—whether 
. se = ai anchise . * 
“T have gone carefully through the proposed the Act would enft uchise 30,000 or only 
Franchise Bill, by which President Kruger 200 or 300; but it Is a very unfortunate 
claims to have given the seven years franchise thing that that which purports to be a 
the gar aeags yagi ee fair translation of the Act, but which is 
— = > ee ee ee not so, was sent home by Mr. Conyng- 
ham Greene, and that it did mislead my 
' ‘ sarned frie » Member for 
I asked my hon. and learned friend as to hon. md learn d friend the Mem ver for 
the basis on which he made that state. SOUth Shields, and would mislead anyone 
ASix oc . . 
“at te wil to come to the conclusion that the Act 
was fraudulent. 


“TI have examined the Act as it is printed pe antes eae " ; akan 
in the Blue Book, and it is a grotesque sham THE SECRETARY oF STATE ror 
because Section 4, which gives, or purports THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
4 give, the franchise, does not — it at' Birmingham, W.): The hon. Member 
cea a BM Phage oie - Pre complains of serious misrepresentation of 
through the Volksraad’ the franchise was | fact, but in the main his observations had 


actually taken away.” reference to a question arising between 

himself and the hon. Member for South 
Unfortunately, when I received this com- | Shields. [Hon. Mempers : No, no.] The 
munication from my hon. and learned | hon. and learned Member for SouthShiclds 
friend the Transvaal Consulate was closed, | is not present, and I have no right to speak 
and I could not get at once the Staats for him. Whether it be the fact that he 
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based the statement which I read verba- { 
tim to the House the other day upon | 
some misconception of the Act, of course | 
I do not know, but this I say, that cer- | 
tainly nothing I have said was based upon | 
any misconception whatever. The hon. | 
Member makes a reference to the Blue | 
Book, but he did not give me any notice | 
of his intention to raise this matter, and, | 
consequently, I have been unable to com- | 
municate, as I should have to do, with Sir | 
A. Milner and my own office. But this I | 
may assert, that we printed the Act. 
exactly as we received it, and I do 
not doubt for a moment that it was | 
given to us exactly as it was received | 
‘from the State Secretary in the Trans-, 
vaal. If there be any mistake I take it | 
the mistake arose unintentionally in the | 
Transvaal. 


*Dr. CLARK : It 1s the question of | 
translation. An impression might get | 
abroad that it was officially sent, but it | 
was published as from the Press newspaper, | 
July 29th, 1899, and so it is not official. | 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : This shows | 
the inconvenience of raising a question | 
like this without the slightest notice. I! 
do not know—I have not the Blue Book | 
before me—I know nothing on this point. 
As I understand, the hon. Member says it | 
was copied from a newspaper ? 


*Dr.CLARK : Froma newspaper called | 
the Press, 


1 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Is that an | 
official organ ? 


{COMMONS} 


, country. 
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was a seven years retrospective franchise- 
There was never any mistake upon that. 
The whole argument in the Blue Book, 
the reports and criticisms furnished by 


Sir A. Milner and printed in the Blue 


Book, and other information collected by 
my office are based on that view of the Act. 
Nobody supposed for a moment that 
it was intended to give naturalization after 
seven years, and that then there should 
be another seven years after naturaliza- 
tion before the franchise. That would be 
a patent absurdity ; it would have gone 
back to the fourteen years franchise which 
existed before the negotiations began. 
We understood the fourteen years fran- 
chise was to be changed for a seven years 
franchise, and that it was to be retrospec- 
tive. When therefore I said, as I say 


| again now, that that Act was a sham and 


would not have given representation to 
any considerable number of Uitlanders, 
or have justified our acceptance of it, I 
did so perfectly well knowing it was a 
seven years retrospective franchise. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): The last admission of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Sec- 
retary is significant. It means that we 
are at war in order to force into the 
franchise in the Transvaal people, the 
majority of whom have not been in the 
country seven years. Has there ever 
been a war started on so slight a ground 
as that ? There are Uitlanders in every 
There are a great number in 
England. I venture to say that there are 
a larger number of Uitlanders in London 


ithan in the whole of the Transvaal. I 


| suppose there are hundreds of thousands 


*Dr. CLARK : I do not know. 


| of aliens in this country, all of whom are 


without the franchise—all of whom pay 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Well, the | 
point does not seem to me to be material. | 
All I am interested in is to assert the | 
honesty of the officials in my office and | 
at the Cape. What I was going to say | 
was that, even if it be the fact—as to) 
which I say nothing—that the hon. and 
learned Member for South Shields was | 
misled by this alleged omission, then I 
think the hon. and learned Gentleman 
is the only Member of this House who 
has been so misled. My point is this: 
the wording appears to indicate that what 
was to be given after seven years’ resi- 
dence was naturalization. We all under- 
stood that. I have always argued on the | 
understanding that what was to be given 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 





rates and taxes, and none of whom can 
have the franchise unless they are natural- 
ised. I observed that in the West 
Kensington Registration Court, held 
three weeks ago, a claim was made to 
be put on the voters’ roll by a French- 
man, who has been a resident in this 
country for thirty-seven years. His claim 
was objected to on the ground that he 
was an alien. When asked by the Re- 
vising Barrister if he had been natural- 
ised, he said “ No”; and he was informed 
that unless he was naturalised his name 
could not be placed on the roll. He 
replied that, although he had paid rates 
and taxes for thirty-seven years, he did 
not wish to change his nationality. The 
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case of the Uitlanders in the Transvaal 
is not nearly so strong as that of that 
Frenchman. The Uitlanders do not wish 
the franchise. [“Oh, oh!”] That is my 
firm belief, and the right hon. Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary and Sir Alfred 
Milner have discovered that. Therefore, 
if the franchise had been granted in terms, | 
the only result would have been that the | 
right hon. Gentleman and his servant, Sir 
Alfred Milner, would have been shown to 
occupy a ridiculous position—that they 
were struggling to risk a war for a fran- 
chise which nobody desired to have. 
When that was discovered, as I have | 
said, there was a frantic effort to change | 
the issue, and we were then told that | 
there was a huge conspiracy on the part 
of the Republic to upset British supre- 
macy in South Africa. I do not think 
that there is a man in this country who 
believed that for a moment. If anybody | 
says that if we had not interfered with 
the internal affairs of the Transvaal and / 
had strictly observed the terms of the 
Convention of 1884, and had given the 
burghers no ground of suspicion that we | 
meant to break that Convention—if any- | 
body said that it was the inten-| 
tion of the Transvaal to _ invade 
our territory, then his sanity might 
be questioned. To return to the point 
that the Uitlanders have no desire for the | 
franchise. There are several classes of 
Uitlanders. First of all there are the 
speculative capitalists. Then there are 
the prodigal sons and the offscourings of | 
the world. These are the men who loaf | 
about the public-houses, and are the | 
Jingoes. <A third class are the working | 
miners who have gone to the Transvaal to 
save money and return home. I venture 
to say that of this last class not ten per | 
cent. approve of this war. Hundreds of | 
them have come back, and their unani- 

| 


mous testimony is that this war is a 
capitalist job, and they all say that there 
was no occasion for it. They declare that 
they were treated well in the Transvaal, 
paid well, and were better off there than 
in England, and that all they wanted was 
to be left alone. I was in a small mining 
village the other day where two young 
men wrote home from the Transvaal 
stating that their sympathies were with 
the Boers, and that they proved that 
sympathy by enlisting in the Boer army. | 
Another man from the same village re- | 
turned home, after having been only | 
five years in the Transvaal, with 


{27 OcToBER 1899} 


‘in Trafalgar Square. 
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£700. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary has put himself en- 
tirely in the hands of the Jewish capitalists 


and foreign financiers, and he has accepted 


as gospel everything that these people 
say. Articles in newspapers which are 
supported and financed by these capital- 
ists are accepted by the right hon. Gen 
tleman as gospel truth, and this country 
has been forced into a war as the result of 
a system of lying misrepresentation. No 


real attempt has been made by the right 


hon. Gentleman to get at the truth and 
the real feelings of the Uitlanders. We 
find that men of every nationality have 
joined the Boers, including even a 
large number of Englishmen, which 
shows that the alleged grievances are 
perfectly illusory. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Colonial Secretary has not 
made a single charge against the Boers or 
President Kruger, except on vague and 
general grounds. No one in the whole 
course of these debates has heard a speci- 
fic case of oppression which would bear 
the slightest investigation. It is said that 
the municipal government of Johannes- 
burg is no better than that of London 
before the County Council was estab- 
lished. Then that the sewerage and 
drainage might be improved, and that the 
water supply is almost as bad as that of 
East London. Then false charges are 
made as to the right of public 
meeting. The right of public meet- 
ing exists in the Transvaal in full. 
The only restriction is that for a public 
meeting in the open streets permission 
must first be got from the police, exactly 
the same as in regard to a public meeting 
Meetings may be 
held without restriction in buildings. 
There was only one case of a meeting 
having been broken up, and immediately 
afterwards the promoters of that meeting 
held another which was fully protected. 
All these charges are shameless misrepre- 
sentations. There is not one of the alleged 
grievances of the Uitlanders that is not felt 
in every country. We have had more 
public meetings broken up in the last few 
weeks in England than during the whole 
existence of the Transvaal Republic. I 
venture to say that had 45,000 of our 
fellow-countrymen suffered grievances 
ten times greater than those of the Uit- 
landers in the Transvaal, nobody here 
would have lifted a finger to redress 
them. ‘The alleged grievances are simply 
tales of a war game mixed with specula- 
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tion. [am proud to say that every vote 
I have given in this House has been 
against this war, and I say that, even at 
the present moment, we ought to return 
to the honest course and withdraw from 
making an attack on a country whose 
only crime is that she is weak. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (King’s 
Lynn): Really the speeches we have 
heard seem altogether inadequate to the 
occasion. I regret that the hon. Baronet 
the Member for Cockermouth has thought 
it right, ina moment like this, when the 
House is about to be prorogued, to address 
the House as he has done. When a 
British force in Natal is defending itself 
against an overwhelming invasion the 
hon. Baronet has thought it right to in- 
dulge in such ridiculous arguments as that 
it would be right for the Irish to rise in 


support of Home Rule, or perhaps in sup- | 


port of local option. 


Sin WILFRID LAWSON: I did not 
say that. I said that if they did rise in 
support of Home Rule you would have 
no right to condemn them. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: We should 
have just as much right as I have to con- 
demnthehon. Baronet himself. Then comes 
the hon. Member for Caithness with some 
belated yarn about a mistranslation from 
a paper for which nobody is responsible 
and which nobody has heard of before. 
And then comes the hon. Member for 
the Eifion Division of Carnarvonshire 
with the ordinary tales of the virtues of 
the Boers. Really these speeches are 
altogether inadequate at a moment when 
this House is about to rise and to leave 
in the hands of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment issues more momentous, more 
fraught with awful consequences than 
any ever left in the hands of a Govern- 
ment uncontrolled by Parliament. I am 
one of those who look upon this war as a 
lamentable and abhorrent thing. I lament 


it bitterly, and while I gravely doubt if | 


the war can lead to any good, I feel that 
it may bring this country into awful 
calamity. The greatness of the respon- 
sibility for the negotiations that have | 
been carried on by the Government dur- 
ing the recess is as nothing to the great- 
ness of the responsibility they now | 
assume for the conduct of the war just | 
begun. I do not think that the negotia- | 
tions were very creditably conducted. It | 
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conducted openly. There is a worse 


| diplomacy than open diplomacy, as was 
/proved with Fashoda, but these negotia- 


tions were more open than diplomatic. 
They failed. The essential object of 
diplomacy is to persuade your adversary, 
and that they have not done. I think the 
issue raised—that of the franchise —was 
a false one, and the negotiations were 
throughout carried on upon false ground ; 
and I am corroborated in that by the 
Duke of Devonshire, who told us on the 
Ist October that the franchise had never 
been an essential point of difference be- 
tween us and the Government of the 
Transvaal, but had been suggested by Sir 
Alfred Milner. However that may be, 
I have seriously, after much  con- 
sideration and a full study of the Blue 
Books, come to the same cenclusion as 
has the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary, that this war was from the 
first inevitable. I am afraid that even if 
the negotiations had been as successful as 
they were unsuccessful, if they had been 
put on the right instead of the wrong 
ground, and if everything had 
gone as hon. Members opposite 
would have wished them to go— 
if all the Boers’ demands _ and 
offers had been  accepted—lI _ still 
fear that this war must have come 
sooner or later, and sooner rather than 
later. That being so, I think it behoves 
us all to put behind us all reference to 
the negotiations and to fix our attention 
on the situation with which we find our- 
selves at present confronted. I have said 
that this war was inevitable. My _ belief 
is that it has been inevitable for the last 
eighteen years—ever since that day in 
1881 when Mr. Gladstone’s Government 
made the surrender which followed 
Majubi—a day which bred contempt in 
the minds of the Boers and caused 
them to despise us and oppress the 
Uitlanders. I am _ not going to 
apportion the responsibility for the 
Majuba surrender: what part belongs 
to the Colonial Secretary, who says 
now that he made a mistake ; what part 
belongs to the Duke of Devonshire, or to 
Lord James of Hereford, or to the right 


-hon. the Member for Bodmin, who 
/were all then members of Mr. Glad- 


stone’s Government ; or what part to the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, who, 
although absent in Constantinople on a 
special embassy, was still a supporter of 
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that Ministry. I won’t now apportion the | 


blame. 


The mischief was done and that | 


mischief has to be undone, and unhappily | 


it can only be undone, if at all, by force 
of arms. One thing I desire to say, 
and that is that I never have believed 
and do not now believe, that this war 
will be the military promenade which 
some military experts have told us it 
would be. I have heard it quoted as the 
belief of one of the highest military 
authorities that the difficulty will be to 
find anybody to fight with when the army 
corps gets to South Africa. I think 
there will be no such difficulty. But there 
will be other difficulties. There will be 
the difficulty of the length of the lines of 
communication ; the difficulty of the fact 
that the Boers occupy the certral position, 
and act, as the military experts term it, on 
the interior lines ; the difficulty, above all, 
in the quality and character of the race 
which we are fighting—sturdy, brave, 
simple, God-fearing, straight - shooting 
peasants —the sort of men that the 
English Horse Guards and our military 
system have never been able to cope 
with, and found it impossible to deal with 
in the days of the revolted American 
colonies. My belief is that we have a 
most serious task before us—exceeding in 
ditticulty any task in which this country has 
been engaged during the life of any one of 
us. Moreover, you cannot but expect, 
not only from outside indications but 
from the character of foreign States, that 
if this war lasts long ‘enough, advantage 
will be taken of the difficuities in which 
England finds herself by these foreign 
States to make some attempt upon her 
possessions, or in some way to interfere 
with her power and to involve and damage 
her future. That, of course, is not absent 
from the minds of Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment; that was not absent from the 
mind of the First Lord of the Admiralty 
when he found it necessary to fit 
out a new flying squadron. 
this is one of the most dangerous wars in 
which this country has been involved for 
two generations. It is a war which is 
only too likely to be complicated by other 
Powers, not one of whom but hates us, 
with the sole exception, perhaps, of Austria. 
(No, no.”] Yes, Austria alone is our friend. 


*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall) : Italy. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 
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*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
What about the Italian fleet ? 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: That is my 
opinion. My belief is that, from the 
naval point of view, an alliance with 
Italy would be rather a weakness 
than otherwise. As I have said, it 
is a most serious matter to leave Her 
Majesty’s Government uncontrolled by this 
House for three months in which events 
of the most awful and momentous 
character may occur. I say these cireum- 
stances are most serious and most grave. 
One last word, and it is this. Those of 
us who have been most opposed to this war, 
who have most hoped that the war would 
be avoided—those of us who refrained 
from saying one word that would 
embarrass the Government in these nego- 
tiations, or do anything that would tie 
their hands; those of us who were 
anxious that the Government should get 
for the Uitlanders all that could be got ; 
those of us who held our tongues— 
perhaps too long; those of us who most 
dreaded the event which has now 
occurred, are those—I speak for myself 
at any rate —who will be the most 
determined to see the war right 
through to its proper end. I say this. 
to the Government, ‘“ Now you are in 
the struggle you have to get completely 
through with it. There must be 
no faltering, no hesitation, no patched- 
up half peace.” It is a dreadful and 
horrible struggle to my mind, but having 
been begun it should be gone through 
with. If reverses, even if disasters should 
attend our arms——(“Oh, oh!”] It is 
not impossible. We already have had 
a Saratoga, when 4,000 British troops 
surrendered to colonial peasants; we 
already have had a Yorktown, where 
troops surrendered to 
colonial peasants. It is not impossible 
that we may meet with disaster in this 
war—— 

*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
Not likely. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : 
“No”? 

*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLEIT: 
I said so. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: | 


could feel the same confidence. 
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wish I 
There 


/may be reverses, there may be disasters, 


Italy! I) 


do not except Italy, and if I did I should | 


not greatly care to have her alliance. 


but, if there are, the efforts of the 
Government must be redoubled to meet 
them and answer them by British suc- 
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cesses. It must be shown to the world 
that not one army corps, not one cam- 
paign is the measure of the might of 
England, but that the resources of 
the Empire will suffice to bring this 
unhappy war to a successful conclusion, 
and to an abiding and a generous peace. 


*Mr. LUTTRELL (Devon, Tavistock) : 
The hon. Member for King’s Lynn has 
stated that this war was _ inevitable. 
I think this country and South Africa 
have a right to ask why was it in- 
evitable. I cannot but think that it is 
discreditable to diplomacy, and that there 
must have been faults on both sides, to 
have brought a question such as this to 
the awful issue of war. 


been retrospective; I would urge 
that we should make them also 
prospective. When the hon. Member for 
Caithness brought forward a very impor- 
tant point we were told that these 
were belated yarns. There are 
many of us who believe that this 


war is unjustifiable and ought not to, 


have been gone into, and that it should 
be ended as soon as possible. I ask 
whether the Government will give us an 
expression of opinion as to how they 
would welcome peace-makers. [‘‘ Oh, 
oh!”] We still hope that peace may 
come, and come quickly. We still hope 
that opportunity may arise for arbitra- 
tion in some manner, and for coming to 
terms——[“No, no!”] Why the oppo- 
sition to arbitration? It was only a few 
months ago that we, in common with the 
rest of Europe, were singing the praises of 
arbitration and seeking for some methods 
for its introduction into international 
disputes. If we have an _ oppor. 
tunity of practising what we preach 
we ought to avail ourselves of it. I hope 
the Government will have such an oppor- 
tunity and will avail themselves of it. 

think some good may be done if there 
came from the Government an expression 
of their willingness to come to terms, if 
these terms are reasonable. [“ No, no!”] 
What else are you fighting for? Accusa- 
tions have been made that this war has 
been made for the purpose of annexation. 
I hope the Government are not respon- 
sible for such an opinion. I do not think 
that they entered on this war for the 
purpose of annexation, and the sooner 
we make it clear to the world 
that that is so the better it will be 
for the country. I hope, therefore, 
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'that they will give an expression 


Most of | 
the speeches in these debates have | 
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on that point, and that, should reason- 
able terms be offered by the Boers, the 
Government would be willing to treat 
with them. I ask why should you 
refuse reasonable terms, if asked for, 
such as a low franchise? As to the 
suzerainty, I must confess that I do not 
think it of any considerable importance. 
This country is paramount in South 
Africa, and there is no necessity for 


asserting our power. I hope that the 
effect of this awful war, which I deplore, 


will be to carry the reforms which 
ought to have been secured without war, 
and that we shall end the war as soon 
as possible. 


*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 
I protest against the pessimistic vaticina- 
tions of the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn, and I join issue with him upon 
every point. I believe that though the 
Boers are a brave people this war will be 
brief and we shall be victorious, and | 
do not believe in the foreign complications 
with which the hon. Gentleman threatened 
us. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: What I 
said was that I conceived it was possible 
that foreign complications might arise out 
of our African difficulties, and that it 
seemed that the Government were of that 
opinion also, since they have fitted out a 
special squadron. 

Sirk ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 
I do not think it appears that I misrepre- 
sented the hon. Gentleman. He made a 
most pessimistic and fearful speech, 
full of gloom and alarms and perils. If 
thereshould be foreign complications I think 
we shall be found to possess some power- 
ful friends. But, Mr. Speaker, I merely 
rose to say that the hon. Gentleman who 
has just sat down has made a serious con- 
fusion in his speech. He appealed to the 
Government on two different subjects. 
He first asked for arbitration, but finding 
that the House regarded it as prepos- 
terous to ask for arbitration under the 
present circumstances, he changed the 
tenor of his remarks and suggested the 
acceptance of terms to be offered by the 
Boers. Of course, if the Boers were to 
offer to surrender upon terms which were 
reasonable in the opinion of the Govern- 
ment, the war would come to an end. 

*Mr. LUTTRELL: I would explain 
to the hon. Member that my object was 
two-fold. First to ask whether the 
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Government would accede to arbitration, | 
should such be offered; and, second, 
whether they would accept now those 
terms which they would have accepted 
previous to the outbreak of hostilities. 


*Smr ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
I do not wish to pursue this further. 
I am obliged to the House for allowing 
me to make these remarks. I can only 
say I believe the war will be brief and 
that we shall be victorious, and that such 
a result will be to the advantage of the 
Boers, the blacks, and the British alike. 


*Mr. MacIVER (Liverpool, Kirkdale) : 
I very much agree with the remarks of 
my hon. friend who has just sat down, 
but I rose for the purpose of protesting 
against what appears to me to be a most 
mischievous speech. As representing a 
very large constituency, I thought I was 
not altogether wrong in offering a few 
remarks on this occasion. I have been 
present at every representative meeting 
at Liverpool, and I have not the slightest 
doubt in saying that Liverpool opinion 
brushes aside nine-tenths of the argu- 
ment that has been pressed over and 
over again in this House; and, whilst in 
Liverpool there are people who may 
believe that persons like my hon. friend 
could negotiate the matter better than | 
my right hon. friend the Colonial Secre- 
tary, still they do not regard the right 
hon. Gentleman as a ‘failure, and they 
believe he knows what he means and 
has the country with him. Liverpool 
opinion believes in the personal honesty 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary and of every member of the 
Government, and they believe they have | 
all honestly done their best. But what 
Liverpool feels is that our present com- 
mercial interests are most important, and 
Liverpool wants to back up the Govern- 
ment to bring this matter toa swift and 
successful conclusion. Hon. Members 
opposite have done their best to prevent 
this, because the Boers and people of 
other countries do not know their true | 
position in this House, and greater impor- | 
tance has been attached to their utter- | 
ances than they deserved. I do not wish | 
to use unpleasant language, but we all | 
remember a certain hundred idiots who 
telegraphed to the King of Greece and | 
had much to do with that unhappy war, | 
and in Liverpool, at all events, we know | 
that this war is largely due to a similar | 
device which the same hundred idiots | 
have pursued. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon, 


ete.) said the hon. Member who had 
just sat down had illustrated to a certain 
extent the sort of arguments they had 
had to listen to in this controversy. 
He had given a certificate of character for 
personal honesty to the members of the 
Government, but this was not the manner 
in which questions in that House ought 
to be debated upon. The Opposition 
charged the Government with having 
blundered, and blundered seriously, in 
consequence of which this country and 
the Transvaal had suffered severely. He 
ventured to say that the reply of the 
Colonial Secretary to the Member for 
Caithness on this point had been singularly 
inadequate. They had gone to war 


| practically on the question of franchise. 


He would assume that that was the cause. 
The ‘Transvaal Government offered a 
seven years franchise. What would have 
been the position if that had been 
accepted? There were two Chambers in 
the ‘Transvaal, and in one Chamber aliens 
would have the right to vote in two years 
if the Bill of the Boer Government had 
heen passed, and if it had been allowed to 
come into operation every resident in the 
Transvaal could have had a vote for the 
two Chambers. He asked whether any 
man who supported going to war realised 
that every man in the Transvaal, whether 
he were born in that country or not, would 
have had the right to vote for two 
Chambers in seven years ? 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : That is in- 
accurate. The offer of the seven years 
franchise was retrospective, and was 
accompanied by a whole cloud of difti- 
culties—registration qualification and so 
on, which would not have enfranchised 
the whole of the aliens, but only a very 
few of them. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he had 
some experience in registration, and the 
condition of things in this country was a 
great deal worse than those contained in 
the Franchise Bill of the Transvaal, with 
the result that-a whole body of men like 
Wesleyan ministers were disfranchised. 
In this country it takes three years before 
a man can get a vote; and he knew of a 
case where an alien resident in this 
country for very many years never had 
become an elector because he could not 
pay naturalisation fees. We had two 
Chambers in this country, but a 
man, although he might be a 
permanent resident, could not — get 
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a vote for one Chamber; while for 
the other—the House of Lords —if 
he lived for ever he would never 
get a vote. The Government denied 
them educational reform in Wales, 
where there were two millions of people, 
many of whom were engaged in fighting 
the battles of the country ; but when the 
Uitlanders of the Transvaal, including 
Jews and others, claimed electoral reform, 
this country did not hesitate to go to 
war on their account. This was 
not merely wrong, but a palpable act 
of hypocrisy. This all came of the new 
diplomacy. What was this new 
diplomacy ? It is carried out with a view 
of working up public opinion in this 
country and turning it upon the question 
of the moment, and by deliberately mis- 
representing the concessions made by the 
other side, which is a shameless proceeding. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I beg to 
ask you, Sir, whether the words “ de- 
liberately misrepresenting ” are in order ? 

Mr. SPEAKER: I was on the point 
of rising, when the right hon, Gentleman 
intervened, to say that the hon. Member 
was exceeding the limits imposed by the 
rules of debate in this House. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he, of 
course, bowed to the ruling of the Chair. 
He had not intended to refer personally 
to the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary. What he meant was, either 
there must have been criminal negligence, 
a negligence involving the lives of hun- 
dreds of our soldiers, or there had been 
deliberate forgery on the part of someone ; 
and he left it to the Government and the 
officials of the Colonial Office to choose 
between those two horns of the dilemma. 
He did not say that the blame rested 
with the right hon. Gentleman, who was 
without doubt above doing anything of 
this kind; someone in South Africa must 
have done it. Here we were in a state of 
war on documents which misrepresented, 
intentionally or unintentionally — that 
made no difference at all, as the result 
would be the same—the concessions 
made by the Transvaal Govern- 
ment, and it had involved the 
of hundreds of lives up to the present 
moment, and heaven only knew what it 
would yet mean to this country. He be- 
lieved there would be a reaction against 


loss 


the Government before long when the | 


country came to realise the true 
state of affairs,and that was why there 
was some hurry in holding bye-elections 
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the Parliament. 


in this country just now. There 
was a boom in the election market. 
It was said that we were fighting for the 
franchise and a pure and honest admini- 
stration in the Transvaal. The fact 
was that the war had _ been forced 
on by a Government which had divided 
three millions of money amongst its 
own supporters by a measure carried by 
a Chamber composed of landlords, who 
benefited to the tune of hundreds of 
thousands of pounds a year—a Chamber 
for which no native-born British subject 
had a right to vote. That was the 
Government and the Chamber which was 
spending millions of money in order to 
enforce a pure and honest administration 
in the Transvaal. 
Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time and passed. 


TREASURY BILLS BILL. 
Read the third time and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill, 
Treasury Bills Bill. 
Second Session (Explanation) Bill, with- 
out Amendment. 


ROYAL ASSENT. 
Message to attend the Lords Commis- 
sioners ; 


The House went ; and the Royal Assent 
was given to— 
1. Appropriation Act, 1899 (Session 2). 
2. Treasury Bills Act, 1899. 
3. Second Session (Explanation) Act, 
1899. 


And afterwards Her Majesty’s Most 
Gracious Speech was delivered to both 
Houses of Parliament by the Lord High 
Chancellor (in pursuanee of Her Majesty’s 
Commands). 

Then a Commission for proroguing the 
Parliament was read. 

After which the Lord Chancellor said : 

“ My Lords and Gentlemen, 

“By virtue of Her Majesty’s Commis- 
sion, under the Great Seal, to us and other 
Lords directed, and now read, we do, in 
Her Majesty’s Name, and in obedience to 
Her Commands, prorogue this Parliament 
to Monday, the fifteenth day of January 
next, to be then here holden ; and this Par- 
liament is accordingly prorogued to Mon- 


‘day the fifteenth day of January next.” 


(INDEX. 








